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Office M.emon~... a • united 5 


TO «THE DIRECTOR 


/ERNMENT 

DATB:Karch Ij., 19^5 


FROM 


SUB 




»J*5^ECURITY INVESTIGATIONS AT KEY FACILITIES “** 

Bufile * , 

v-; '■ VM ' - - 

By letter 2/ 2k/ 55* Los Angeles advised of a form letter 
proposed by th§/Rughes Aircraft Company, Culver City, California, 
to be directed to 3ureau offices concerning present orj>ossiDle 
Hughes emoloyees. Los Angeles advised that and - 

® r - . poth w were th.9 ongmacing 

official s at nugh.es and asked 3ureau opinion. You noted Be 
I certain our L.A. Office is fully aware of . background. 

I has reportedly been involved In a number oi lncmenus 

I detrimental to Eureau interests since his resignation 6/17/35. 

No such reports have been received of The form letter 

proposed is undesirable on its own merits since tne purpose u 
would serve is, under the . Delimitations Agreemenu, ^ohe primary 
t.a sd ons ib ill ty of the Office of Special m»esoigao-enc^ yam;. 

United States Air Force, wnich nas security responsiuiiuy at ^ 
Hughes. The form proposed by Hughes appears to be motivate a ov 
an effort to circumvent the OSI and allow Hughes to refer matters 
directly to the FBI in the nature of a "fishing expedition- wmea 
would leave us open at some later date to a comment oy ..ugo.es 
that they "had referred the matter to the FBI. In actual 
practice the form oror >s id amounts to a name checK ana woulc force 
the offices receiving it to go to time consuming administrative 
procedures. ~ j ' / 

/ / 


ACTION : 

A letter to Los Angeles Is 
information regarding 

* . « n 


Charge that 


he should 
cannot be 


attached. It. furnishes 
and advises the Special Agent in 
tell Hughes representatives (1) that the 
accepted by the FBI and (2) that the best 


form let 1 ugiuiuw ww ~ j — . • 

interest of all concerned will best be served torough continue 
coordination with 031 which has security responsibility ac Hug . •- 
Aircraft Company. . 


' /«7j 


Office Memorandum 


UNITED ST.....! OVERNMENT 


DATE: March 7, 195. 


ROM I 


S? 




fUBjEcr: SECURITY INDEX 


C- .,/ 




£« Executives Conference memorandum dated March 3, 

1955, posing additional factors to be considered in connection 
with individuals to be placed or retained on the Security 
Index • A memorandum is being prepared to the Attorney General, 

. and _ under date of March 8, 1955, raising 

this question , It will probably be a week or more before the 
Attorney General affords us a reply • 

Meanwhile the field is engaged in the review of 
the Security Index cases and inasmuch as the proposed additional 

I factors will materially Sffect the recommendations by the field 9 
it is suggested that the field's review be held up pending advice 
from the Attorney General on these additional factors • If we permi 
I the field review to continue, it will be necessary for the field 
to re-evaluate many of the cases , thus causing real duplication • 

I have discussed this with who agrees that 

we should consider temporarily discontinuing the review in the 
field until we receive a reply from the Attorney General • If 
the Director agrees, it is recommended that the attached teletype 
be sent to all S ACs* 


Attachment ^ 



CrTAMOAftO FORM NO. C4 


Office Memorandum 


TO : 

Director, FBI 

• / 

« 

FROM : 

SAC, Pittsburgh 

* SUBJECT: 

SUGGESTION PROGRAM 


r;V 

0n August 28, 1952, 

made by 

, was 


UNITED STATES GOVERNMENT 

DATE: March 4, 1955 


"SUGGESTION RE 'SECURITY INDEX 


. .■ /_ 


"The following suggestion is being submitted for consideration under the 
Suggestion Program. 

"SAC Letter No. 2, Series 1951, dated January 4, 1951, Section E, outlines 
the present procedure of typing a complete description and affixing a 
photograph, where available, on the back of the Security Incex card to be 
filed in the Geographical Section. 


No. 1 


"The suggestion is being made that the descriptive form as taken from 

-fVvr-m -to nooa in compiling the descriptive data to be typeo 

' ' v ~ ~ ^ J.1 _ -n -I 


CD whe GbCUiity Cau/vu / uh plxiivou. Oil 


rV J T XI TV -t, - - - - 1 - . — J — - 

^Xu u. uj uiiO Liu oauj xoa o xiig 


a space for the stapling or taping of subject 1 s photograph. This card, 
after being filled out, will be stapled to the back of the Security Index 
card to be filed in the Geographical Section. Thereafter when cnanges are 
made on the front of the Security Index card and a new Security Index card 
is received from the Bureau, the card containing^ the description and the 
photograph would merely be resuapled to the new Security Index card, 
completely eliminating the process of retyping the description on the new 
card and minimizing the possibility of errors in the description and also 
preserving the photograph, which becomes mutilated from constant restapling 
or re taping to a new card. It will be noted that the Pittsburgh Office 
alone has 365 Security Index subjects and receives approximately 10-15 new 
and corrected Security Index cards a week on which, under the present 
procedure, the complete description must be typed and photograph stapled 
and it is believed that the above-suggested procedure would save con- 
siderable clerical time. The above will also insure uniformity in all 
offices and uniformity in description in the transfer of Security Index 
cards to new offices of origin. / 


■It is also suggested as an alternative, that the proper headings as taken 
No. 2 from Form FD-1S6 be printed on the reverse side of the Security Index card 
by the Bureau. When the Security Index cards are thon received in the 
jt/ yield Office it would only be necessary to fill in the descriptive data, 

I 1 thereby resulting in a saving of about half of the time required to type 
the headings and the descriptipjxon the card. 


T IUTT 7 
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Letter to Director 


"If neither of the above suggestions is approved the 

on to the back of a 5x8 card which will be stapled to the back of the 
Security Index card." 

Bureau letter dated September 5> 1952, to . , Tv 

*• notifled promptly ' 

SAC letter #54-63 dated Hotter 9. W52, 

2?5£ ^I^SThSI: 1, 1955/To) SZCtRm D m - adopted the 
No. 1 suggestion from the same letter. 

has never received any acknowledgement of the 

by the Bureau. , 

In order to complete the ] file - Surea ' a 

advice is requested. 




Opes Ubtiiwa. • ona-cd 

DATS: *'^ roil )) WVl 


%£>*-*<? ^ 

- xxc-xu x 'w4ua- 


: / SECOKXZI XirP'C^lKAIi x 3 JLuD b 0 UaioxiO 

OF ILTCF.VATICK «■ REVEAL CIO 
IDE.'iT IT 123 UF 

w i $&CucfiT‘y HtJd<-/r — Lt JiiCdL l-LL — 

SAC Letter 55-7, Section K, doted February 1, 1955> 
instructed the field that “The identities of persons which 
can he revealed nust fca revsaled 0 « o ,T un the atu-wu-.^ 
memorandum from to dated r >^ruary 25j 

1955 referred to the recommendation that the 

fiell be Instructed to include a statement on the .administrative 
page of Security of Government Employees ana applicant— type 
reports to the effect tint careful consideration had been 
given to each concealed scarce, and T symbols were utilized 
in the retort only where essentialo pointed out 

that the requirement for such a certification in each report 
will v e ep the* matter of revealing all possible sources in 
our reports continuously in the mind of the reporting Agent* 
r o C onr-era^c thut cjz SAC Letter to sent ^ 
field requiring this 'certification not only in Security of 
Government Employees and applicant-type reports, cut m al- 
type's, of reports wherein security informants ana sources of ^ 

^ y) f ‘orfint 1 on have been ccncealcdj as tne certixic^i vlon feature 
is as "desirable in all types of cases as in Security of 
Government Employees and applicant —type cases* 

noted that such an SAC Letter should be 
sento The Director approvea this action 0 

Attached is a proposed SAC Letter instructing that 
\the above policy requiring the certif ication on tiie adminis** 
Itrative page;of* reports be immediately placed into effect in 
I the following type cases: 

Security of Governaeny.Employp.es, y 

* -U- Loyal t\y o£ Employees of the United l.'at tons /-• 

^nd OthWdPublic international Organizations 

Applicant (excluding Bureau applicants ) and 
Related Investigations 

r 

Security and Espionage-Type . Investigations | 

Attachment'-^ "■ ' ^ vJ “* // ~~ 


* • * “) ^ i 

* ^ ! 



t nn.c£ofi 


j q Ap To** t «r Suipi uia -3 -l *- " w * 

fflUSt strive ~ 

^ Vmt^^ dividual- s JO! 


may cepeuu ^ « ^i-ld 

It is recognized that ^. s ??^ 0 ^ a -tion received in 

office will utilize , in «* 'Sf 5 pS^^«“ ts °i 

-nast by other field of-- . 4+- s files contain 

ofthose offices; therefor^ mless 0isi0n d fc f the 

_ ~.» *^+- information co invoV;?a. - - * 


be necessary for th e < VcScTw'th the ocher oriices 
Its current report -o ~ lne the necessity o: co, .=•• -/ 

concerned in order ;h detain or source^unic.i 

concealing the lden.Kj °» h action weald rave - ^ 
was previously conceal-d. ? - t0 lts inducing -ne 

required cerd^S « ih. administrative page 

current report. 


££T TQll 1 _ t , v ~- Vo S n ?nn roved 

The attached proposed intelligence 

by the Investigative Division^ ^ tloa Division, i.ecessary 

S^f^dbioh-ciWes will he prepare. 
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Othce Memorandum • united states government 


pler-src. ? 










DATE: March 15, i '<: 


i/ V 


subject: JUSTICE DEPAJ-QiniT FLilfS liT EVENT / 

OF KJSHOSJL’I OPE1J 3DSTTVITI2S lr 

'• / ' 

In preparing for a third dep-rtncntcl conference on 
the above subject (date to he eet later) I have cet forth'" belov 
the 6 tf.tu s :>f uhc dcptnrcrioniai progZ'cn, as r.ooorted at .phr • i.os'i 
meeting on February 7, 1955 and at our second* -r-etinr .oa larch 
■ 11# 1955. It you. find any inaccuracies or emissions , ‘lease V 


acrviso no. 


1, Statu 3 of Portfolio. rv ‘ 

__ • rjr>o. Vw 

!•>., I '.-. 'l' bVC thltee sections of the portfolio are neAriny co;rC.ati«:*r 
^.oA 9^^v^Jer the- direction of Mr. lord of the Office of Loral Com f el. 

7 . y /jp.f’t * tTpMr completion and approval by all interested nreacies vithin 
\L the Popart lent, the FBI ’.ill * c given vhrco copies, one to he 
f ' hole at; ids' herdeparters here in the lepirtzient of Justice, one 

1 at Cusstic*, .-.ad. one at Little Feck,' irksasas. * One or .y vjji 
be it. the Attorney General* s Safe in bis office, ■ rf. the 
remrirflb .. 'ctrpy in the office safe iii the Office of Legfi Counsel. 


A ^ 








9* O.-.iice co oee&l Counts! is to report on stctuc of in struct Lor 
letter fro,i Attorne;- d- :..er 1 to the Director of the FHf, d t*k 2 * -r.il 
27, 1953 re inpleaentin the cr.; ehension, search ;nd cei^ju-e 
provisions of the Fherpeoc,- Aeter.tio.i Pro^raa, Meauv 1 lie the 
Attorney General in hoi .'in/, r proposed revision of th^se ’■ •.•-■• 4t 

prepared i tj the Internal Security* II vision* 

' ' >t6 


/- 




c/fv,' — 

Th * : Gzmra. 1 (orig n A 1) IfarcA 28, 19SC 

Director, FBI 
« 

JUSTICE 1 0 Fa?.? IE NT PLAN'S IN WENT 
OF FOIiU C3 A V OPEN HOSTILITIES' 





Pi jAaor 


^ «* ^ ra ^ 


crc/; jL-y, 


fcuritu Index 


ra y0!ir co-.i-.a-Ticatio'i 0 / reference, you noted that 
Immigration warrants siqnecl by . D* nutv 

r27 d rn e Lv^ er ^;% ar !- ir * ^ c ’ iSTod .V 0 / t/iis 4rea;i 'and' that 
all i ndtruc ,io.,s uo tms Bureau as to steps to be taken in the 
event of an emergency have been issued • 

our con/erenc* on March 14, last, General 
. ' ^psaial Assistant to the Commissioner, Immigration and 
^turajizction service, famished you with a nemcra^U 
the I,., ^ration ana naturalisation oeroice had raised a Question 
as to - he legality of the warrants now in the oo^sc < si on* r * -‘■'■is 
Bureau covering 26 alien Chinese on the *« curi tylndel, ° 


You will recall t net I advised you at 


^ ^ ^ JO 11 

this Bureau is reaay to proceed with this nr 


ti.ue the- 


, g ^ L, j , , , v - w v > * v > c o ■ • • j [ 

' r “•* *'‘iK uooior.s previously 

% Z ~ i. . . - ' ' ^ 


t n r n ™ •/ *■* 


sioiiia u« ut« ikPPbtyk'fhlP^iTf ?•*?***’■> 
**« *.««•«• *<*«« »»o-' «* errand noPoUPt^Ta ° rr4,,,t 

t^e llenYit il^V'c 1 * ^ ate , Cna ™ at -^eau oe^auised in 

exist, necessary to cnange the plans which presently 

rnt . in , • >**** rep ' ord t0 i/ie United States citiw.no of Chinese 
racial ^riym wno are on the oecuritv Index ■ sh>„ 7 ,- ?;> ! 

advise you that cases on these individuals ^ reZivil '+ i°s 

thrZV'p* ° urrcnt attention. Since it io not come mala tec" "tnat 
e 11 ea states citizens will be taken into custody snort 
of an over-all emergency, intensified < i 

— * oPror^an%eZr:i:stUiU^: 




UNKbJQCW^J 



(d ) Von-ChUiesf on the geeurit?/ Index 

Who ~Are 'SumpathetTc to Concur, igt China 


At our afore-mentioned conference on March 14, last, 

I advised you that a list of 13 non-Chinese on the Security 
Index who are sympathetic to Communist China had been compiled. 

This list is being maintained in a current status and rianes are 
being added to or deleted from it as developments and circumstances 
require . In the event of Formosan open hostilities , I will 
immediately furnish the then current list to you and will at 
that time intensify our coverage of these subjects . 



, ujjice PAem'randum 


• UNITED "- AT.ES GOVERNM i-> 

DATt: March 16. 1W 


FROM 


-j- justice 


I fin adding to the agenda for our thin 5 departmental i 
conference on the above subject (date to be set later), a discussi|aa 
of- the program for a. prehension end ’etentioa of person.. conei.ierffcL 
potentially dangerous to the national defense end public ; ; .?ety 
of the United State*. 

■ — 

Mr. Tosnkins 2 -dviced ne that elthcwt the Internal 
-^-Security Act of 1950 provides for the detention by tv% Attorney 
hi&neral of "each person vs to vho;t. there is .reason: .Ue 5»wci. to 
.'^believe that such cerson probably will engage in, o^'rrobcfcly’vill 
conspire rith others to engage in acts of espionage S"bfftage"y 
Nevertheless this statute is not railed upon as f.r the 

above-aimed program. .-..the:.- the legal basis or* orogror. if 

‘Constitutional rover to suspend «»• privilege c. 

, ‘feornu** ccncc in*to srfsew 


► 


, I ■ ri -t + ~ ' 

nTl - ^ - ilX l CCJ 

.;cr suspension. 


II 


J The Director of the TT1 I is proposing ntrw criteria for 

placing, and retaining , i; idiviuuals i;. the security index , vuich, 
to a great extent. Unit and modify the standards vhich h-V 9 ’ re- 
viously been ntda available to the Department. He points out 
that rases arrests unde; this :rorren .*rald have a cat-v ' reaic 
effect upon, the public end that his -•ecenuendat.lor i- based, t 
lenst in' part, in the fact that the Department of Justice is 
uaahla for financial .eacons to pass noon each erfe in advance 
of a national emergency. J 

k oocy of the proposed new criteria has been submitted 
to Me* ? vs. Rogers end Tompkins and 1 rending ray coy*- t' Ni r. 
Rankin herewith for his review pilar to our uepfrtaenvu. iir'cxi.ig. 

* . - > *> , , „ - w 


u u \r. !•• 


; f 

Kit 
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Office Memorandum • united states government 

to I DATE! 2/15/55 


ROM 


Executive 3 Conference 


fOBjECT: SUGGESTION $26-55 

MADE BY SA 
. BU$TE DIVISION 

i -a j* j 


Cs -/ , . C ! 

SUGGESTION: v " " 40 ta * ‘ 

/ It is suggested that descrdptiveypre sently typed on bach of 

'Security index cards by the Field office be typed instead on a separate 
card and securely attached to the Secur ity index card by stacle s . 

7/hen a nets security index card is received for the same subject, and no 
changes are necessary in the information going on the back of the card , 
the separate card can be removed from the old Security Index card and 
attached to the new Security index card. Present procedure is to re ■ 
descriptive data on back of each new Security Index card received . 

ADVANTAGES : 

The suggester states that the adoption of this suggestion will 
result in a savings of clerical time . 


'ype 


nr«i ntri rmi/ir>OA 

JL iJstl ±j * j. xwjr Z, w # 

None noted by suggester • 

OBSERVATIONS : 

~~ SA.C Butte, recommend s the 3ugge stion be adopted , 

pointing out that he believes considerable savings on a Bureau-wide 
basis can be effected . 

SAC Baltimore , states that he feels that if this 

suggestion were adopted it would prove economically beneficial to the 
Bureau, particularly in the larger offices and in those offices where 
there are frequent changes in Security Index data. points 

=out that the savings of time which will result will not be realised 
•fit the time a Security index card is changed for the first time but 
will be realized on subseauent changes of the same card ; the stapling 
. of the added data will make for a more bulky security index card box 
* and will t further effect a little more di fficulty in handling the cards. 

recommends adoption with the proviso that it not be handled 
on a project basis but only at such times as changes are made to the 
Security Index card. 

SAC # Washington Field Office, feels the suggestion 

is a good one and recommends that no project be undertaken to prepare 
5x8 cards containing this information but that the cards be prepared 
only at the time the change has been made on one of the Security index 

cards . " 




o n j , 1 7 

Ks'J U JL-J* 


) r 3 adoption of 

of his office • 


opposed to the suggestion for zr.s jc+io'zmg • ^ j - ; " “ ^*7 

or o cess would be unsatisfactory because it would rc<? the Be cun tu^ 
Index too bulky; the staoles would tear the cares ana injuries cuu . <.•-* 
result to employee s in the stapling u ro c~ oc . 

SAQ New York, advised that he favors adoption of 

this suggestion as do AS.4(7s and _ _ of his office. 

The New York stiver visor who handles the Security inaex and tne cleric 
employees who perform the actual work of making changes on the cards all 
agreed that adoption of this suggestion w uia effect a sav^..g .n ^ . 

The New York Office makes about fifty jhef res_ vo - - J-m pts^ecuntf. , 

Index ’card s' an d~ estimates this sugge sti cn_youj.a save ore-a^.j 

tlie~fi me" of a' jDJgtiical' employee. The increases to -.ax ness op tne caras 
wtfulcT. Howe ver. reauire one additional cabinet for storage purposes. 

SAC also' pointed out that in addition to the time savea in 

typing the description , the wear and tear on the phot ogre." o : ,.,e ou jec 

occasioned bu constantly removing it fro- tne card woula.ee savea as 
well as the time reauired. The retyping of the fingerprint acoSij . 

. I 1 i ^ j. x x- U ~ -n n t»tt5 n 7 ^71 n 1 Tiff Cl. Cl P 5 ? _ 


Uf> ^ r € ~ Zd L T 


cation on many of the cards take 


thzTi n 0 Tm c 1 typing does, 


r* rf tf+is ioo h 2. d 


t m V nn-t- <5^ 


n n V o n n n r* ~r 0 n 


L. 3 

tcu 


suggested that the changeover jrom z.ie + ^ 

.one should be a gradual process; i.e., ^ 

it next becomes necessary to make a' change on that particular card, tie 
also desired the Bureau to .furnish the field with cards printed witn 
the necessary data now printed on the back of Security Inaex cards. 


The Bureau presently has 26,503 5 e c: ri t y J. nd sr objects. 
Mechanica 1 Section advises tr.at it woi ±a coo * -- - _ ~ cj ■ -- * v * T f, 
1 m'ori n t 'the [necessary .4 escripijve he ad inns _ 0 7i_* U ^pP card? * r.i c.. - 
Xe plain on the reverse side. This cost includes *he cost of 
cards . The same pointing _j.° b could be produced on bond paper, v _ 
is deemed heavy_enough to serve the purpose, for a total cos 
TheZPse of bond caper would provide a less bul.-:y ecur , index ^ 

two cards are fastened together, but possibly wouia no <, be as ^u a 
in view of the fact the descrioti on i s to be stapled to a new card 
time one is received. The o resent cost of Security Ini'S Cards is 
Iff 3 Ter thousand. The above quoted _ggst_.gf. 27. 5C0 cards beating 

. L ~ J. ~ A o 0 7 ^ O 7- 


'-hi of 
100 cards 


0 uld 


36.22. 
■an if 
ble 
each 


descriptive headings amounts 


'.21 per 


PREVIOUS SUGGESTION: _ . w.. . < 

A similar suggestion cascade on August 28. 190. 

Memorandum from t0 __ w +he> 

states that the views of the Domestic Intelligence _ 

New York and Philadelphia Offices were solicits^ and all 
unanimously opposed to the su gge stion. 




t 



EX ECU 7TVES COXFSEFXCE COLSTDELAl 


The Conference of 2/14/55. composed of fessrs. 
recommended unanimously favorable • 

If you approve, attached is an SAC Letter and appropriate 
manual changes to 'put this suggestion into effect . Also attached 
is a letter to employee Zoeller advising him of the adoption of 
his suggestion, 


d/- 

d- 
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(F) INTERVIEW'S OF SUBJECTS OF S’^CU T *T'rv „ 

immediately, inte^vi-wt w^»-‘ — — affective 

are not included in theo .S&uWS/*i^ who 

zr^foiZ 1 *” 1 * defined why iS'^pamcS^c isr«}%. 


3/29/55 

SAC LETTER NO, 55-26 
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Office Memorandum • united states government 


date January 2 0, 1955 


Sufile 


INDEX; CARDS 


SUGGESTION NUTIBER 26-55 


Attached is suggestion* number 26-55 originating with the 
Butte Office proposing that theses criptive data presently typed 
on the reverse sides of Security index cords in the field be ype 
instead on separate cards to be attached by. stapling to the Secur-ty 
Index cards themselves. Under this suggestion, when new Security 
Index cards are received from tne Bureau, the separate cards may be 
removed from the old Security Index cards for reattachment to tne 
new cards. It is stated that this procedure will eliminate retj^,.*, 
descriptive information when new cards are^ forwarded to the fielci 
as a result of changes in residence or employment. 

This particular suggestion has been studied previously 
by the Bureau, most recently~ss suggestion number 39L--52 which was 
considered unfavorably as noted in • memorandum to 

of Seotember 23, 1552. These principal objections were 
noted* (1) the additional clerical time consumed in a field 
division in handling the Security Index cards under the present 
procedure is nominal even if descriptions have to be retyped each 
time changed cards are received; (2) the stapling of a card 
containing a description to the back of each Security Index card 
n the Geographical Section of the Security Ino.ex would double 
their physical si^e; (3) after the proposed separate cards are 
used and handled repeatedly their physical condition would # 
ceteriorate, and (k) the possibility also exists that in handing 
multiple changes in Security Index cards in the field erroneous 
descriptive data might inadvertently be stapled to the cards of 
the wrong subject. 

It will be noted that memorandum of 9-23-52 

reflected the results of inquiry of the Philadelphia and New 
York Offices. The Philadelphia Office advised that such stapling 
process was unsatisfactory because it made the Security Index too 


bulky, the steDles would tear the cards, and injur 
'result to employees in the stapling process. Comm 
New York Office were identical L'T/'r.>Vhg,t a:\cc with t 
Philadelphia, according to kDwortndup. 


could 


Comments of 
th those of 





K 


~~7 r 
* o 


In view of the foregoing considerations the 

' remains definitely opposed 

to the suggested procedure. 


RECCKKENDATION: 

That this memorandum be referred to the 

to advise that this Division definitely 
opposes adoption ol the attached suggestion. 
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JNITSD STATES DEPARTMENT OF JUbTICB 
FEDERAL BUREAU OF INVESTIGATION 


EMPLOYES SUGGESTION 




Date March 14, 1955 
Training and Inspection Division 


New York 


To: Direct o r, FBI Attention; 

From: _Speclal Agent 

Field Office or Division *- 
SUGGESTION: ~ , i_ f , / 

_ The attached form Is being recommended as a substitute 

for the cover letter presently in use in those instances where 
an SM-C interview has been authorized and the results of interview 
are being forwarded to the Bureau in report form. 


- \ 


Its advantages are: 

1) Will streamline processing by Statistical Section a 
SOG as well as by field supervisors. 

2) Will reduce dictation and typing time in field. 


:! 

:/ 


V 

c 


It should save at least $ unkn own annually. 

3?!Lu S8 b T ; h * ^ nitftd States my suggestion shall not form the basis of a 


~ * - -=>o — ~ iwuii one udLsj.a 01 a 

^ * *0.4. ttysp Ui ? ° f any Mture by m *’ my heir3 > or 33si s^ s u P° n the United States. 


> *&</., * COPIES DE3T»n~ 

^ ^ ^ . 42 - ESTR0 ^ 


^ (A€fHO ’it. 

@*-c. /Uoi~ be 




v. r 


^XSignature of Suggestor) 




f 
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Comments and recommendation of Supervisor, SAC, orVsJisUnt Director: 

While the suggestion does have advant&g&PfT^rh 5 ^ streamlining stand- 

P? 11 nt * 1 thinK the responses to interviews are varied and we~should 

give ttf responses to interviews exaett^nfs they“appear . I therefore 

believe that we should continue to submit these letters in narrative 

form and I do not recommend ,,tha pugg^stlin be adooted. /n 
'* * 
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v Office Memorandum 

to : Director, F.B.T. 


• UNITED STAY -S 


r' r\\ T T? p -\ T > r T? x, ' 
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DATE: 


FROM : SAG 


SUBJECT: 


Enclosed are the o 

report of SA 


and 

datecT 




Date of Interview: 

Place of Interview: ( ) Residence ( ) Bureau Car 

( ) Other (specify) 


Street 


Interviewing Agents: 

Cooperative: ( ) Yes ( ) No 

Furnished Information re others: ( ) f ) No 

Will Testify re others; ( ) Yes ( ) No 

Information furnished in substantial agreenen 
data; ( ) Yes ( ) No Reasons; 

PSI or CS potential: ( ) Yes ( ) No 

Request authority to "eccntact for PSI or CS 


t with known 


outdo ses : '• 

( 


) " e c 

j No 


FD 122 submitted ( ) Yes dated 


( ) No 


Remarks : 


Enel: 
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VTANDAMOromi MO.«4 

Office Memorandum • united states government 

date: March 18,1955 

' TO 1 

/ 

ROM * 

fOTJECT : SECURITY INDEX " _ 


during the past week 11 cards were added to 
the Security Index and 7 cards were cancelled, a net 
increase of 4 card3 • 

The Security Index count as of today is 

26 , 629 . 

ACTION : 

None. This is for your information. 



• . ig rjj 

Office lSA.emoran.lum • united stat. /government 


TO i THE DIRECTOR 


datbi March 11,1955 


FROM » 




o 

iUBjECT: SECURITY INDEX 

Bufile 


/ 


» * *V| 

following ia a report on the statue of the 
Security Index since the last count was furnished to you 
on February 11, 1955. 


I 


Week of 


Mew Cards 

Added 


Cards 

Cancelled 


February 12-18 
February 19-25 
February 26 - March 4 
March 5-11 


20 

6 

43 

13 

9 

70 

11 

73 

63 

162 


Net 

Increase 

14 

30 

(- MJ 

(- ?3J 


During x he above-mentioned period there was 
a net decrease in the Security Index of 79 cards • 

For your information, during the preceding four - 
josek period 159 cards were added and 52 were cancelled • 
a net increase of 107 cards • 


26,625, 


The Security Index count as of today is 


ACTIONS 


' This is for your information • 


EX MAR 22 


ADDENDUM: 3/14/55 - If the revised Security 

Index criteria are approved by the Department, the ik \ 
application by the field is expected to considerably 
reduce the Security Index count upon resumption oj 
the review of these cases • We asxed the /Department s 
approval of the revised criteria by letter of 3/9/o5m 
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Office 'Memorandum • united states government 


TO * date* March 14* 1955 

n^M t 

( 'subject: DELINQUENCY IN S ECURI TY INVESTIGATIONS 

X' /' • ... 

f SYNOPSIS : ^ 

Each month we follow the field closely on the status of security 
work by analyzing the backlog of pending cases and delinquency in Espionage, 
! Internal Security, Security Matter and foreign intelligence cases in 
classifications 65, 100 and 105* Status of these cases as of February 28, 
1955* is set forth herein. 



Pending active matters in the entire field in the security 

I classifications increased somewhat from 22,878 to 23,118. Delinquent 
jgat.t.era J.nareased from 6,806 to 7*227 with the resultant over-all . 
.statistical increase from 29.7 p er cent to 31.2 percent, The delinquent 
[security cases in the Newjf^r k Qjf ^ic e" Ihcr e ah ea' T fora 1,629 to 2,481, 
{increasing delinquency inoni ?7-7 r, en cent* n )j0 cents Tiie nnicber 


_ ^ _ X_ J 1 - j 1AA i .1 4 ~ A- -T i--. J 4— 

Ca UOXAUJ.IX5 oOulvO iixau Uci o Ail und 1 / yxtXOQXJ. 1 L a u jl uii xxiui wttoou jlxx unJ 

1 New* York Office from if, 373 to if, 613 &nd the delinquent items in this 
classification increased from 1,332 to 2,075 or statistical delinquency 
of 44 .9 per cent. 


i Considerable improvement was shown last month by the Los Angeles 

and San Francisco Offices. Although only a slight reduction was made in 
{pending active cases, Los Angelos reduced delinquent items from 900 to 610, 
,*a statistical decrease from 39 per cent to 26.5 per cent. San Francisco 
reduced both their total rending active and delinquent -case figures from 
] 1,584 to 1,403 and from 7&4 to on ly 326. As a result,' San Francisco’s 

( security delinquency dropped from 49 per cent to only. 23 per cent as of ^ 
February 28, 1955. , ' ' - 


j 

I 


Letters are being sent to the large offices indicated by asterisks 
on page 4 and to the smaller offices indicated by asterisks on page 7 herein, 
commenting upon their delinquent condition and pointing out the necessity 
of bringing their security cases to current status. 


RECOMMENDATION: 


/ 


r 

» 



The field will continue to be followed closely regarding security 

— 1 « 


Bufile 



mo 


1 delinquency and you will be advised of the results of the review of the 
(March, 1955* administrative reports. 


DETAILS : 

Since December, 1951, we have been following, on a monthly basis, 
the twelve field offices having a large proportion of our pending security 
work and since March, 1952, all offices. We have written letters to the 
twelve offices and to other offices where progress in reducing the backlog 
of work and delinquency ha3 not been satisfactory. 

The February, 1955. administrative reports from all offices 
■"C**" 1 4-v>o £ the total rending active matters in the classifications 65? 

100 and 105 increased somewhat from 22,373 to 23,113. The delinquent 
items increased from 6,806 to 7,227, which represents a statistical increas 
of from 29.7 per cent to 31*2 per cent. 

The following statistics reflect the status of pending work 
Uncluding both pending active and pending inactive matters and delinquency 
for all field divisions as of December 31,. 1951, 2nd the progress for the 
past four months: 

TOTAL PENDING MATTERS 
CLASSIFICATIONS 65, 100 and 105 
ALL FIELD DIVISIONS 


Classification 

12-31-51 

11-30-54 

12-31-54 

1-31-55 

2-23-55 

65 

1,314 

1,035 

1,050 

1,017 

1,000 

100 

32,812 

22,419 

22,075 

21,790 

21,81^.0 

105 

2,895 

-him 

3,565 

JUiSi 

3,681 

Total 

37,021 

26, 947 

26,690 

26,363 

26,521 
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im — rrr 
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TOTAL DELINQUENT MATTERS 
CLASSIFICATIONS 65, 100 and 105 
ALL FIELD D I VI S I OHS 


Classification 

12-31-51 

ll-30-gl). 

12-31-54 

1-31-55 

2-29-55 

65 

525 

170 

136 

137 

186 

100 

22,513 

6,018 

5,890 

5,969 

6,210 - 

105 

1,719 

122 

621 

700 

831 

Total 

24,762 

6,918 

6,697 

6,806 

7,227 


The following statistics 
matters delinquency and percentage 
.January 31, 1953. 


reflect the total of pending active 
of delinquency of all' offices since 


CLASSI7IC^_CN3 65, loo and 105 
ALL FIELD DIVIST 0113 


Date 


Pending 

Active Matter? 


Baling 

m * \j KJ 



Percentage 

Delinquent 


1_3!_£3 

2- 28-53 

3- 31-53 

4- 30-53 

5- 31-53 

6- 30-53 

7- 31-53 

8- 31-53 


9-30-5 

10- 31-5 

11- 30-5 

12- 31-5 

1- 31-51 

2- 28-51 

3- 31-51 

4- 30-51 

5- 31-51 

6- 30-51 

7- 31-51^ 

8- 31-51] 

9- 30-51] 

10- 31-51j 

11- 30-51] 

12- 31-51] 

1- 31-55 

2- 28-55 


2 !. <\r \0 

22,935 

23,033 

22,100 

21,740 

20,970 

20,180 

19,493 

19,224 

19,141 

19,833 

19,947 

20,520 

21,488 

21,848 

21,752 

21,863 

22,278 

22,977 

22,361 

23,011 

22,452 

23,179 

23,181 

22,878 

23,118 


11,772 

11,233 

10,890 

9,120 

9,730 

9,558 

9,4n 

8,495 

7,571 

5,5So 

6,655 

6,749 

7,494 

6,007 

6,617 

6,757 

7,822 

7,407 

7,163 

7,010 

6,720 

6,413 

6,918 

6,697 

6,806 

7,227 


48.85 

46. 95 

47.35 
41.3^ 
44.83 
45.63 

46.65 

43.65 
39.43 

34.35 

33.55 

33.25 

36.55 

27.95 

30.25 

31.65 

35.85 

33.25 
31.65 

31.35 

29.15 

28.55 
29.75 

28.85 
29.75 

31.25 


3- 


'T 
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Status of Security Work In Twelve of the Larger Offices 

following statistics reflect the progress of the twelve 
e^? 6r °ffi CS3 have been closely follcwinr since December, 1951* These 
offices have approximately 80 per cent of the total Security Index cards 

6§ 10o"and P 105 enta53 ° f th& pending work and delinquency in classificatior 

• STATISTICS FOR TWELVE OFFICES 
SECURITY INDEX COURT AND FOR 
_ . 65, 100 and 105 MATTERS 


Office 

* New York 

* Los Angeles 

* San Francisco 

* Chicago 

A T^a4>«ia4 4» 

” ^ w V* VA V 

Philadelphia 

* Newark 

* Boston 
Seat tie 

* Cleveland 
New Haven 
Minneapolis 

Total 


Security 
Index Cards 


7,18ft 
it, 242 
2,349 
1»51|4 


1 11^1 


1,211 

927 

687 

681 

660 

532 

531 

21,921 


Pending Active 
Matters 


5,390 

2,301 

1,584 

1,487 

965 

915 

1,090 

701 

365 

536 

517 

311 


6,120 

2,296 

1,403 

1,481 

965 

969 

1,078 

658 

373 

515 

487 

426 


Percentage 

Delinquent 


1-31-55 

2-28-55 

27. if 

40.5# 

39.0 fa 

26.5$ 

49.0# 

23.0$ 

49.0# 

Sit. 8$ 

43.0# 

\ / 

40.0/6 

22.0# 

25.0# 

29.0# 

35.5# 

26.0# 

23.0# 

21.0# 

23.0# 

26.0# 

32.0# 

36.0# 

25.6# 

18.0# 

10.0# 


- - Total 21,921 16,66 2 16,771 

| # Letters being sent to offices indicated. See page 8 herein. 

o vei>— all statistics for the eleven offices other tbnn +-v>o 
New York Office since August 3 1, 1952, are as lol^ws? Qn the 





• 

Pending Active 

Delinquent Matters 

Percentage Delinquent 

Date 

Matters (65-100-105) 

(65-100-105) 

(65-100-105) 

8-31-52 

12,611 

7,589 

60 . 2 % 

9-30-52 

11,367 

5,732 

50.45 

10-31-52 

11,286 

4,957 

43.95 

11-30-52 

11,148 

4,844 

43.55 

12-31-52 

10,937 

4,578 

41.95 

1-31-53 

10,730 

4,696 

43.85 

2-28-53 

10,721 

4,358 

40.65 

3-31-53 

10,069 

4,019 

39.95 

14.-30-53 

9,411 

2,887 

30.75 

5-31-53 

9,277 

3,447 

37.25 

6-30-53 

8,964 

3,532 

39.45 

7-31-53 

8,908 

3,758 

42.25 

8-31-53 

8,547 

3,618 

42.35 

9-30-53 

8,601 

3,249 

37.85 

10-31-53 

8,845 

2,785 

31.45 

11-30-53 

9,434 

2,871 

30.45 

12-31-53 

9,552 

3,261 

34.15 

1-31-54 

9,814 

3,318 

33.65 

2-28-54 

10,288 

3 , 021 . 

29.45 

3-31-54 

10,188 

2,998 

29.45 

4-30-54 

10,201 

3,209 

31.55 

5-31-54 

9.840 

3,920 

39.85 

6-30-54 

8,839 

1 A *70 
^ 9^1 > 

0*7 rfaf 
J f 

7-31-54 

10,317 

3,348 

32 .45 

8-31-54 

10,048 

3,364 

33.45 

9-30-54 

10,669 

3,488 

32.75 

10-31-54 

10,557 

3,376 

31.95 

11-30-54 

11,063 

3,822 

34.55 

12-31-54 

11,092 

3,728 

33.65 

1-31-55 

10,772 

3,976 

36.95 

2-23-55 

10,651 

3,429 

32.25 

New York 

Office 




In January, 1954, the 

Hew York delinquency stood at 53 per cent. 

It was reduced, however, in February, to 32 per 

cent and during the 


period March through September, lv54» averaged 38 per cent. In October, 
1954* the New York security delinquency dropped to 30.9 per cent, on 
November 30, 1954, to 29.3 per cent, and on December 3-L, 1954, to 26.4 per 


cent, the figure in each successive Instance representing the lowest 
percentage of delinquency in the security classifications which had existed 
in the New York Office since this matter has been followed on a regular 
basis by the Bureau. In January, 1955* the New York security delinquency 


- 5 - 
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Increased from 26. L rer cent in December, 195k, the lowest figure &' 
commuted for that 


Tice, to 27 , 


'an r> c 


6S>< 


The New York administrative report for February, l 0 ^^, reveals 
'that security delinquency has increased still further to o.C.5 per cent 
! as of February 28, 1955* Pending active matters in classifications 66* 

100 and 105 rose from 9, ?99 to 6,120 while delinquent matters increased 
substantially from 1,629 to 2,k8l. It was noted that Ye:-; York's over-all 
delinquency also increased during the past month from 22 per cent to “0.1 
per cent. We are sending a letter to New York. 

The New York Office has approximately 26 -•-•r- -rut of the pending 
active matters in the 66, 100 and 1C 6 cl — sir l::m cue in the entire* fieldl 
This office also has approximately 3k per cent of the number of delinquent 
items in these classifications throughout the field. The rurare deli r.ouenc 
In all other offices as the end of February, 195?, was approximately 28 per 
cent. The New York delinquency was k0»5 per cent as previously noted. 


The bulk of the New York backlog and delinquency is in the 100 
| cl®. s®i fixation. During February, 1955, the number of pending active 
'matters in the 100 classification in the New York Office increased from 
k*37 3 to i.,613. ihe number of delinquent matters m tnis classification 


*“ 9 1 A ^ 


~ J „ . 


^ cl d. liiOj. qdo; 


J)0 • p6 P 


increased rrcr. I, 

cent for January, 1955, to kk*9 per cent as of February 28, 1955* 

Status of Security York in the Remaining Forty Offices 

The remaining forty offices are listed according to the 
percentage of delinquency on February 28, l oc 5, in total masters in 
classifications 65, 100 and 105. These statistics reflect the progress 
during February, 1955* It should be noted that many of the smaller offices 
have no pending matters in classifications 65 and 109 and their entire 
pending backlog is In classification 100 matters. 
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Office 1 

* Richmond 

* Charlotte 

* Memphis 

*- Atlanta 

* Milwaukee 

* Houston 

* Pittsburgh 

* Cincinnati 

* Miami 
Birmingham 
Indianapolis 
Buffalo 
Balt imore 
Washington Field 
Albany 
Anchorage 
Mobile 
Phoenix 

San Juan 

Albuquerque 

Oklahoma City 

San Diego 

Salt Lake City 

Knoxville 

New Orleans 

San Antonio 

Denver 

El Paso 

Kansas City 

Norfolk 

Savannah 

Springfield 

Butte 

Louisville 

Portland 

St. Louis 

Dallas 

Little Rock 

Omaha 

Honolulu 


* Letters sent to offices 
See page 8 herein. 


Active Matters Percentage Delinquent 

^3- 1 -“55 2-28 -55 1-31-55 ' 2-26-55 


95 

87 

93 

99 

45 

44 

95 

100 

2 37 

232 

69 

- 84 

353 

323 

322 

308 

207 

212 

34 

32 

178 

160 

490 

372 

490 

492 

949 

1,034 

280 

260 

36 

36 

65 

51 

98 

105 

ikl 

156 

o5 

60 

48 

61 

256 

323 

74 

76 

33 

31 

136 

193 

57 

55 


172 170 

42 kO 

107 102 


69 

61 

34 

39 

126 

75 

% 5 

47 

60 

146 

133 

268 

285 

77 

109 

20 

19 

56 

67 

31 

39 


18 % 

22 % 


6% 

23 % 

20 % 

19/5 

33 % 

23 % 
15% 
20 % 
17% 
32 % 
19 % 
22 % 
8% 
22 % 
2C % 
22 % 
Y2% 
19% 
16 % 
18 % 
12 % 
13 % 


9 % 

16 % 


lk% 

6 % 

17% 

8 % 

15 % 

8 % 

13% 

9% 

ko% 

20 % 

0 % 


38 % 

3k% 

30 % 

29 % 

28 % 
27% 
27%° 
26% 
26% 
25%° 
25%° 
23% 
22 % 
22 % 
20 % 
20 % 
20 % 
20 % 
20 % 
16 % 


T Oaf 

17g 

16# 

16 % 

16% 

15% 


1 5 % 

15% 

'4 

13% 

12 % 

12 % 

12 % 

11 % 

lo;5 

10 # 

8 % 


indicated regarding delinquent status. 
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The following figures illustrate the progress of the forty offi< 
as a whole^aince December 31, 1952, as reflected In the administrative 
reports : 


Date 


>31-52 

-31-53 

>28-53 

1 - 31-53 

.-30-53 

1-31-53 

-30-53 

-31-53 

1-31-53 

1-30-53 

>-31-53 

.-30-53 

>-31-53 

l-31-54 

\ O r'l 

>-31-54 

1.-30-54 

>-31-54 

>-30-54 

(’-31-54 

5-31-54 

?-30-54 

3-31-54 

1- 30-54 

2- 31-54 

1- 31-55 

2- 28-55 


Pending 

Active Matters 
(65-100-105) 

6,228 
6,080 
6,103 , 
5,936 
5,864 
4,897 
5,611 
5,146 
5,095 
5 ,° 5 ° 
4,987 
5,i8o 
5,280 
5,562 

r* 

?»9?f 

6,079 

6,174 

6,733 

7,022 

6,910 

6,728 

6,710 

6,594 

6,767 

6,449 

6,216 

6,347 


Delinquent 

Matters 

f 65-100-105! 

1,691 
1,554 
1,515 
1,542 
1,414 
1,726 
1,577 
1,358 
1,323 
1,219 
. 1,087 

1,355 
1,301 
1,444 

el « 

A, >4- f 

1,431 

1,327 

1,710 

1,522 

1,590 

1,520 

1,410 

1,398 

1,519 

1,477 

1,201 

1,317 


Percentage 

Delinquent 

27.2# 

25 . 6 # 

24.6# 

26.0# 

24.1# 

29.3# 
28 . 1 # 
26. 4# 
26 . 0 # 
24. lg 
21 . 8 # 
26 . 1 # 
24.6# 
25.9# 

tLC • P73 

23. 5% 
21.5# 
25.4# 
21 . 6 # 
23.0# 
22.5# 
21 . 0 # 
21 . 2 # 
22.4# 
22.4# 
19.3# 
20.7# 


Letters to the Field 

Letters are being sent to the large offices indicated by 
asterisks on page 4 and to the smaller offices indicated by asterisks on 
n e 7 herein. A total of 17 letters are being sent to the field in thi. 
matter, commenting upon existing delinquency and pointing out the necess 
of bringing security cases to and maintaining them at proper leve 




March 21, 19?? 


/<£?/ 


Assistant Att orntTv General 


8 i 


Director, FBI 


/ n 


s 


C 7 r* TT~? -r *T-r 7 ~r f rr.n 

WwwUai 4 x J. IjX O 4 


There Is attached hereto a current list of 
the names of tha individuals maintained in the Security 
Index. Names Included in the main oortion of the list" 
are arranged alphabetically. The names of individuals 
coning within five designated nr ours arc listed on 
separate page 3, /allowing each name is Information 
reflecting the race, sox, birth date, Bureau file 
number and the bureau field office covering the 
residence of the individual. 

It is requested that this list be given 
utmost security. 


Attachment 


NOTS ON YELLOW ONLY ; 

Espionage Section of the Special 
Section not included. The five 
designated groups are: 

Foreign Government Employees 
United Nations Employees 
Pro-Tito Yugoslavs 

, U. S. Government Employees 

l Atomic Energy Program Employees 

V/ 

I 


iriirr '~~nn — rimirr: tiwiii 1 i ~ 
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S €cf;^r - H»»T7 


O 


2&UK/T j 


5 jsb 
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b./9-c.'i-s 


ir 

■ -r ++ / 

i/e.t- ^ w 


3-/r-<s"J 


(I) ‘security INFORMANTS AND SOURCES OF ^FOWATION ;„ R EVEAL x NOc ci o n 
IDENTITIES OK -- The Insmctioa! L s “V S our4s - Revealing identities 
Sf» r Wle 5 y f o;S?^i a "int loinphasize thecae, that 

?he use of I symbols must be held to an absolute mininum in our 
ao-K-nts conducting interviews with persons who suppiy 
report . fh r f-v. an regular Bureau informants and sources, 

»^e d ^b?^ r sSo“^n" permission to nave their names 
»f fnrth menlv in our reports. The interviews must be conducted 
in such a manner so that the persons will un J e ^! t “? 1 t ^g t a * ie 

?n??v5rn,a?'s i-S -afdepJnd on their information and, therefore, it 
is highly desirable that they allow their names to be openly used 
in connection with the information they furnish. 


The procedures sec 
in the following type cases: 


forth below are effective immediately 


Security of Government Employees 

Loyalty of Employees of the United Nations 
and Other Public International Organisations 

Applicant (excluding Bureau applicants) and 
Related Investigations 

Security and Espionage-Type Investigations. 

ldcntities^of any°sources^of °informat ionise u S f or th”in^the^report 

tha , . , * ^ 4 ~ i"Virs T'Arort onlv in those instance^ 

and T symbols were utilized in the ieporc onxy ±u o w 

where the identities of the sources must be concealed. 

In any case where your report contains information at- 
tributes to T symbols, which im'ormatloh was originally tu™ishc 

MTSS Hof ^formants 

“u ,r°m e es co!;?aL b L??^iLr?n?u™atirtrSra r declslon re- 

garding the concealment of such informants or sources. 

3/15/55 ^ 

SAC LETTER NO. 55-22 



include 

-V 4" V 1 C'i 


i . . « i ^ a n f ^ 1 1 V\o n O Z' (C ^ S P ^ \7 tO 

X L W 1 i J. j Ui ^ X UCj w^-x^- ~ - W 

identifvine: aata of lniormants and sources concenxC^ on 
administrative page of the report and, where applicable, rea 
concealment, such as neighbors and professional individuals 
specifically request their identities be concealed 


sons for 
who 


J 


This must be given you/’ personal attention so that 
instructions are immediately brought to the attention of all 
propriate personnel of your office. 


these 

ap- 



im 


Office Wlemorandum • united states government 


datbi I'arcii 2, 1955 


noM 

guBTEcr : 2FCUP. TTY INDEX REVIEW 
Buf ile 

O By SAC Letter 55-3 of February 2, *955, a review 
^•f an 2 ecu- it v ir.iex cases was initiated, The 1 ^ e f'r' 
j. , c r - — air^ e 1 reports eaca rriday of the 

ssrcs.”^?-/ as :; 5 Ssisr^r-S.-"- 

■within six months 

There were 26,7l3^5ubjects included in the Security 
Index as of February Id, 19>>* 

The airtels of February 25, 1955, ^°n the field 
_ of1n . t +-o a t 2 6n cans have been reviewed as of the, t aate, 
a^finatelrin^oer.t, and the required data icrvaraed 

to the Bureau. 

A* n-f* Marr’r. 1 1955, 6 07 cases have been 

As of wrcui, Security Section. 

have been recoil ^tended 

to the S SaPs! ’The rSoSen^Aons Tor cancellations by the 
lie's uole approved by the Bureau without exception. 

ACTION : 

You will be kept advised of the progress of the 
reviews on a weekly basis. 



UNITED STATES GOVERNMEN 


Office Memorandum • 

rO t DATE: 3/25/55 


FXOM » 

subject: ' J SECURITY INDEX 


During the past week l6 cards were added 
the Security Index and $0 cards were cancelled , a nez~^ / 
decrease of 74- cards . 


26 , 555 - 


The Security Index count as of today is 


ACTION: 


None . This is for your information . 



Office M&morandum • united 


STATES GOVERNMENT 

DATS: 3 / 2 . 1/ 55 


ROM t 


/ c " 

goBjECT: SECURITY INDEX CARD STATISTICS 


l/ 


There are 2^622 persons represented our ity 

S d V10tL°ofTperceAt Inak last month. Of the total, 24, 7 o7 
or 93.0 percent are connunists. 

The race of Chinese in the index are now shown separately 
in the race breakc-ovm on the aotacnec «a e. 

A detailed table is atta frf^i^of ?he SSjSS* 

shows as of Karen J???stic tendencies, carigerousness, sex, 

by fleld_ off ice, national- nuabe r on “special lists are 

Sown, a hey to abbreviations is a^a-neu. 
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KEY TO ABBREVIATIONS USED IN SECURITY INDEX 


AL Allen 
CS Comsab 
DC Detcom 
KF Key Figure 

NA Naturalized 
NB Native Born 

TF Top Functionary 

UN Unknown 


AEP Atomic Energy Program Employees 
BUL Bulgarian 
COM Communist Party, USA 
ESP Espionage Subjects 

FGE Foreign Government Employees 
GOV United States Government Employees 
HUN Hungarian 

ISL Independent Socialist League 

JFG Johnson Forest Group 
M3 1 Muslim Cult of Islam 
MIS Miscellaneous 

NPR Nationalist Party of Puerto Rico 

PPA Proletarian Party of America 
RUS Russian 

SUA Socialist Union r f America 
SWP Socialist Workers 1 Party 

UNE United Nations Employees 
UPR Union of the People for the Establishment 
of the Republic of Puerto Rico 
YUG Yugoslavian 



Office M.e?norandum • united states government 


TO 


} /i y 

datb: March l8 '/ 



•object: /SECURITY REPORTS - DOCUMENTATION 

* Bufile 


Section 8fC of the Manual of Instructions on paces 44b and 4 < T 
provides for the documentation of material appearing in reports . ^'ush 
documentation is set out on administrative paces and consists of identify- 
ing the source , showing the date of the activity reported , the date the 
information was received , the identity of the Agents receiving the 
information and location of the original exhibit in field office files. 
Under this procedure the field can readily locate the original exhibits 
pertaining to each of our security subjects , its desirability based to a 
great extent upon the possible use of these reports in connection with 
the Emergency Detention Program . r 


There are instances in which a report is prepared by one office 
utilizing data which originated with a previous office of origin, la 
i?ZS w 5 ^ instructs Q~f~^Z 02 nr^>r,«r ? 71CJ 


to S67ul cl depurate l&Ll&y to Hi c oon&( 
information. The report is not held up, however, but is forwarded on 
the Bureau . Upon receipt of the documentary information the office 
preparing the report forwards new administrative pages to, the Bureau 
setting out the documentary information originating with the previous 
office of origin. 


. j .">. 

U 4//4C ( 


. . — 


-L _* 

/ C LCO O Is t HU, 


to 


It is to be noted that these supplemental documentation pages 

contain new material and contain no corrective material . 

) 

SAC Letter 55~ 2 3 (8) of 3/16/55, provided for submission of 
amended pages in certain instances wherein necessary amendments were 
not susceptible to other corrective action - e.g., by erasures, inked 
or typed notations. 

Our documentation pages are to be distinguished from the 
situations discussed in the above SAC Letter: ( 1) They contain no 
corrective data and (2) their sole purpose is to incorporate additive 
documentary material into the ad/7;znz'.stratzi?g sections of our reports . 


OBSERVATIONS : 

We have given this situation carefuly study and we feel that 



inn irumnnin 





the procedure of submitting supplementary documentation pages in security 
reports t described above, should be continued for the following reasons: 
(1) Our reports must continue to be properly documented as to the oriainal 
sources and the location of the exhibits in the office piles / (2) Ihere 
should be no delay in submitting reports pending receipt of documentary 
information from a previous office of origin or from any other office in 
which portions of the information originated and (J) the new documentary 
material coming from a previous office of origin is mere readily handled 
by u s e of supplemental paae.s than by notations • In some instances the 
documentary data are extensive ana both Agent ana clerical time can be 
saved by avoiding the necessity of entering the material by longhand on th. 
old administrative pages of the basic report . Further , the Bureau car. 
always be certain that the data in field reports are accurate , impossible 
when each office involved makes its own modifications individually . It 
appears desirable , however , to instruct the field to "flag" these 
supplemental pages to assist in their handling at the Bureau, tie propose 
to have them submitted hereafter by cover letter , pointing out svejU 
therein that the pages have been prepared solely to incorporate the 
additional documentary material . 


'DTPrtm n rrum *mT 

— ■ j. mix. U. • 

If you approve, the attached SAC Letter will be transmitted to the 
field in line with the above observations. Appropriate Manual changes 
are attached. 
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Office Wiemoranaum • united states government 


date: March 21 , 1955 


There is attached^ letter to^Ibany^ad all other 

quarterl^to^reccncile Ghe Security Index in each office with 
the Index at the Seat of Government. 

The original of the attached letter is on plastiplate 
and the letter Sy be obtained for initialing by calling 


l/ 




Office Memorandumk' united states government 


TO 


DATE: It {arch 22 y ~19S5 


txom i 


s 


\ 


subject : SECVRITI. I2IDEZ- Z 


By memorandum dated March . 9, 1955 , we proposed 
Attorney General that the criteria for placing or remain: 
on the Security Index be changed. Je requested advice at 
opportunity if the changes met with the Attorney General 


to the 

r.g individuals^] 
the earliesitf 
s approval. 


•>. By memorandum dated March 16, 1955, to 

and the Director, the Attorney General stated 
he was adding this auestion to the agenda of the next Departmental 
conference dealing with Justice Department plans in event of Formosan 
open hostilities. In this memorandum the Attorney General states 
that has told him that although the Internal Security Act 

of 1950 has .detention provisions, the emergency detention program is 
based on the ■ constitutional power to suspend the writ of habeas corpus 

rather than the Internal Security Act of 1950 . 

. • 

. 

. Frankly, I feel that any effort to discuss this extremely 

/important subject at the Attorney'' General ' s conference is out of place 
land will merely result in delaying tactics on a matter which should 
lie resolved at once . 


\ 


Following the Attorney General's conference on March 14, 

I spoke to „ ff and suggested that the Internal Security Division 
act .'r-'-xtly or. our letter" carrying the proposed changes, 
called me back on the evening of March 18 to state informally that 
the Internal Security Division had looked over our proposals and 


agreed with 


them although they had not discussed them as yet with 

and, of course, division would not be replying 

to our proposals in view o ■' the Attorney General's instructions that 
the matter be taken up at the next conf e renc e . 


RECOMMENDA TION : 

If you desire, we can reply to the Attorney General's memo- 
randum of March 16 by suggesting that this matter should be resolved 
very promptly and that it may be desirable for the Internal Security 4 'j 
Division and Rankin's office , if necessary , to make an immediate study j 

• I v 








iin:iiiii liif ■ iiiiiiiiiiiiiir ' 


- i , 




- +hn+ +hp Attorney General mat / come to an immedia oe 

t Vuu P n r l P nrHU matter* % ylTfrffer t*at t«l! 6 e done teler.eaioaH,, 
it would probably have to be done at least on the lev 1 f 
and either or I can do this . 

r do think that this should be settled at one as we are 
holding up our field review of Security Index subjects penamg the 
Department's decision • 






g>- 0“C 




CL-S-<r-«^ 
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6# I k’.ve rtoi been eatisfiai with the 
handl i'lg of t ha Security Index and the ^na^ectton 
Staff is at fault for not detec tin? the isvatneos «« 
and bringing them ~o *y att« nt i on* Ti io obvira 
that a good min if poodle currently carried as "ecur ity 
Index eubjecte could not be held during an emergency 
period] sufficient facta do not exist to trarru' t 
detention, '/on Inspectors have not been sufficiently 
Vigorous in your analyaee oj thj) cusea lev* Loped, 

I want you to sake certitr. that all dangers-*t no , 1 * 
are listed cn me Security -index; those n^i r* saeased 
of dangerous mas ( so-called riffraff) should be 
prosiptly rem>ved from the Index with xurean 
concurrence. 


4 


¥1 


HIT 


TUI 



t 'r ° f~' 


Mts-cp 3 nss~ 


(•X LIU;: : 


no« « TEE EIECUTI7ES' COMFEF.E-iC: 


rUHJSCT : 


SECURITY Hi LSI 


j/ 


On March 1, 1955, the Executives' Conference 

constat ina of , _ __ for 

, , _ and s ‘ con8idtfred additional 

1 proposed guides to assist the field in its current review of 
Security Index cases and also concerning individuals to be placed 
on the Index in the future • 

In connection with the current review of Security 
:Index cases in the field and in connection with the placing of 
'persons on the Security Index in the future , from discussions 
with field representatives there is an apparent need to give 
'the field guidance in order that those persons retained on 
or placed on the Security Index will be jre sted to indi viduais 
against whom a QjSJHl CSlf. 2 S. rot ant id darxrc r o 3 ", 5 .? 3 ir ~ r ? 
euent of emergency 222 ±2 To assi sx'~zn» field, in this 

respect, tne domestic Imp. Hi gence livid 0 n p, opo*a a that an 
SAC Letter be sent to the field instructing that in evaluating 

( these cases , in addition to the criteria presently listed in 
the Manual of Instructions, two additional factors must be 
considered /tas follows: 


that an 


■ • J 

(if Th&^investigation must show : 




(a Subject 
i..the act 
-r-tion wi 
acts or 
^sources 

(» 1 Subject 

.j, the <\7 
« which'Hr. 

^ ' revolut 
^ by acti 
further 
organ if 
t overtop 
^ re 1 1 a 


has had membership or participation in_^ 
iuities of a basic revolutionary organisa - 
thi_n the lgj_t 5 years as shown by overt-, 
statements estaolisr^ed through reliable 
, informants or individuals ; 

has had membership or participation in 
'airs of one or more front organisations, 
dhere to the policies and doctrines of a 
ionary group, in a leadership capacity or 
ve substantial parti ci pati on in the 
ance of the aims or purposes of the frogxt 
at ion tgttMn tng last 2. n ears as shown" by 
cts or statements eefabji shed through-' ■ ■ 
e sources, informarit'sf.>cr\XQ$imtc]ilal3/' 






■ has iooslspsa 

. ' ’ UnditUvsl. though #os a M<-«; "• . 

La anarchist or r*»«lu*lcnar^.*aWj ' ” 

liuil's to a* endanger ths pub! to 

.TiiiZbU aosroia. Tenants, or individuals; 

-Efe’SK-SHwp! 1 

:/;L‘c.L%rv <n *1 .. ./ 

be adhered to: 

UUwkreoer a subject or a seourHg «noee*Sija»«» 

o scsittve 'statement to interviewing Agents 

oielr ? ly 

doctrine s , ans or purpos j nositiv: 

iz^VThau ;/. r s:«.?.r.r:r.r**;«* pe . ; 

pjrt 0 / tfce subject in establishing continued 
adherence • 

ft 11 Other than aa indicated abaca (nt eroieiae »«» 

W S.curttp Index ••^.rpoUuti 

l%lVu/Z%lZing\r retaining. 0/ P*r.«. 

ToolYraVl^^rZi {ZpZVun’ are no/to be 
regarded aa such factors . 

# ^ *„*.„*„» Pesrn o~*.r.end at i ent 

Fxeowt iVO 3 L- On.! t r::- -- • v -'-— — 

hl rh %^“r-ri;^^L»:t“urL“?L;itid n inLrd.r 
Lat the 3 field nay be given appropriate guidance. 


- 2 - 




r . 9ntie concurring with c.it read /•>*• . ... 

Letter to n*f, i ■ J "** - 

d,,__ - ' ' v cari'L' *;n 0U5 nr - *er: ■-. 

■nom b Jinn 1 iC 'U 'a * stated that he disagrees with the n~- c *v+ 
now being applied to the Security Index Thi » 
tftat ca3< i ccainnt a % S! X concept requires 



[fundamental 

•y ■ » ■— * — m.i OH /! CL5 0* £71 i ,m rn h f <* m 

deVelcp witnesses or e v idTnV* -hi *t yi--*&3JV-x.jr «. 
la hear inn TpgTrf to ro?w - ^ " g t.,*‘.! -j ““ ^ r ~ *t . rejiuife 

~ Ju +jac*, Lue to tr.e security 


I »-* c* A » ' * ■ / 1 V CiT^Ti T, Q H. O 1 f* T ” t> ry , , ^ _i. p ; — ■ - — — ; 

SJd C « U5 7 ° n ^ Communist Forty and? the* known ''sleeper" 


t /id 


deceitful tactics inherent in the Communist UoveneniVand 
l,c U, sequent iacK of concrete proof which can h. + * — 

Ifinvesvlgatton, it is many times Jnoossib.U m ’ ?o« r «^v^L I.*'* 

II to the extent required under the^ahove concept? U ar 

i ft n sV 



to do its 
realizes that t 
nimbe r of teroon 3 arre/r^rf/t^V 

/l 'ip /7a « + ^ X'ii .. r- T" 


4-S-jc ^-T3-?r 
nOt Cy>ou^-ft 


t2?4%hrzH f-\{r 7^ A..J: tZ'lYfa’rtmsnt ^ ^ 

rejusea to do its job ana one curden re 5t3 ©it* *«*,. 

^ s j~^llR3^b °ard s release a c o nsiderable 

'"be even to criticism* 


ij 


will 


hjwewir; th7~SV^VVtty~In~dex was devised for the Purposes' of 

occur should this country be attacked by Soviet Russia, it is 
,. opinion that the FBI must carry out its security 
responsibilities to the county to 4 ft. utmost. In oddiUon 

YhYnttir S° nd i t i?" 3 which will exist in an all-out etnergrnev 
\he attitude of the country and the hearing boards will be V * 

•aWn* different from the attitude now existing. 


) 


no at care J 
his dissent 
above • 


realises that this matter has been given 
consideration by the Bureau ; however, inasmuch as 
deep-seated, he is expressing it, as set forth 



ted, 

>yy 

Ilf 4 ^ y& 


ryceUk 




V^4_ 

T'’^ 7 -x-c " 1 ^ 

A . ^-» ^1%. t ■ /I V M. 


CX fwfjj ^ 

-tXvx^ .CLx-' 


-f. 7% 
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- "tZx , r £W^ t ^ ^ J b>-<-Xjr< 
^'n r III llllllll HITT 
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*U'.nUa t % KVWUlSI'SSZtZJ 


will he 


Seepeotfully, 

For the Conference 
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thf director 
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Yl . UNITED STATES ; r ERHMENT 
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(b) Chines^ on Securit y Indus 

The Director outlined the procedure we mill 
follow relative to the thirty-aix aliens on the Stcurity 
Index, pointing out that Deputy attorney General 
had signed deportation warrants regarding all thirty-six 
and that these warrants are now in our field offices rea y 
for service. He pointed out t at the Department is studying 
further whether there is a legal question as to the e *f ec 
ness of these warrants in those instances where INS already had 
deportation warrants concerning six .of the subjects • 

Oeneral raised the question as to whether 

the evidence against these aliens is sufficient to hold them 
Tefore the court except in those cases where ££ <0Il 

already been authorised under INS procedures. After discussion. 




the Attorney General instructed that check the 

procedure as to the legality of the warrants signed by 
Deputy Attorney and that check the 

individual cases as to whether the subjects could be held 
1 under the deportation warrants . 

General furnished the Attorney General 

• on INS memorandum dated February 14, 1965, regarding INS 
views • The Director pointed out that we had not been 
* furnished with a copy of this memorandum . 


The Director further pointed out to the 
Att orney General that we are ready to proceed and that if 

I i emergency should occur tomorrow, we would go ahead and 
arrest these thirty-six aliens based -n the warrants in 
our possession, further tnat the question of the type of 
warrant used i8 for the Department to decide as the 
Departmental Attorneys had gone *r the cases and had 
, drawn up the warrants . (If you agree, we will have 


T.i n X .<? n n n. a + n /^nn », s\ + •***<• r ‘ 

- — * * - * — * -r v w w 

mentioned above • It is noted 
thirty-six aliens may be taken 
if the Department approves the 
now pending at the Deoartment • 


*r* c i i * ut la t*s j j j 

also that some of these 
off th e 6e c j,-ity Ind ex 
change in our standards 


an 


4 

in in T nrnrmr hi m iiiiiiiiiiiiiiii 



(4) jr,»-CMn«« on Th, Security Ui^Jho 
Are Sjy inpc.tr> e z » c -» — i-i — — — - 


: o 3 ed 


The Director stated that thi e U at 
Of thirteen individuals ana *■ " ^es’Vo ‘ * he J Department . as 

would immediately S^iV Uni ted States citizens, in an emergency 
these thirteen are all r ^ e 0 » them out would not , of 

we would intensify ou -* w - ro ise<j the question as 
course, make arrests. wou ld, o/ course, he 

the danger o/ o// c;ol« xAO » C J a 7c.--.cscn 

iS*XS5 , '«*i *• *» ^ensimng our 

rt r then which we would do. 





5 . Je will review the cases of the thirty-six 

Chinese aliens on the basis of the n vised standards zc 

. , , __ „ ^ ^ « 7 ’ ’*•' ..,-3 ;• * * * - + *'? 

they k'/io go ao: -^c?: ~ u o - - - - ^ w 1 ' ; 

1 ttorney General approves the revised standards • 




Office NLemoranaum • cnited states government 


TO I DATE: if arch 21 , 

tf" 1955 

ROM * 

\ 

' ( 

subject : SECURITY INDEX LIST 


The Security Index list 03 of 3/15/55, has 
been prepared . One copy is attached herewith for • 

transmittal to the SAC, Quantico, for retention in 
his personal custody with the other vital records 
maintained at the FBI Academy . 

RECOmZUDATIQN : 

I • That thi3 memorandum and attached list be 

forwarded to the SAC, Quantico, marked Personal and . 

Confidential, Registered , Return Receipt Requested p- * V off .O.-o- 

3 '?3- 61 7 7 ?. 


2% That upon receipt, the SAC, Quantico, place 
the attached list with the other vital records maintained 
at Quantico , pers onally destroy by burning t he old 
Security Index list in his pos3 essi on and note hereon » \\shf 
that such action has been taken . * 


3. That thereafter , this memorandum be returned 
to the Bureau, marked for my attention • 


mnrr t 





UNITED STATES GOVERNMENT 





subject : SECURITY Hi DEI SIHIDaRDS 


DATS: March 24, 1955 


called from the Department on the 
afternoon of March 24, 1955. He referred to a conversation > 
he had with you regarding these standards . He said that fD * ■ {■ 
there is supposed to be a meeting in the jjeparsmem; regarding 1 
the standards but that no date has been set. He further 
said that before he left 'town on the evening of 

March 24, 1955, instructed that a letter be sent^o^the 
Bureau regarding the standards . _ wanisa/'io xnow^ 

that a letter is coming over on the morning of March 25. 

said inis letter will not be in the nature of an 
agreement on the part of the Department but will be rammer 
an inquiry as to our understanding certain of the standards • 

He wanted you to know about this • 




ACT! OH * 


For your information 



SAC, Albany 


March 2r, 1955 


Director, VP . I 


jtnf-M-i * r a r a' ▼ 


S i -0 u ./ X * ^ T* * * •/ * i 


There is attached hereto for each office an 

alphabetical list of its Security T r.clex cubjccta “/:~rrod 
f ro^i t-G • i vc nu 1 G 0 ggwt* t~ T ni:ox aa cr‘ 1 ; ' • 

r c „v. * r ~t *3 identified by nans, race, sox and date of 

bi”^” .'-'.ve "aub 1 ect 3 carried* in the various subdivisions 
of* the Special Section are listed ers nonnrate tn^g under 
the f r ts .in *s# . t .o rerun. sad •-'as ta 1 ■- a t 

bo used" to* reconcile the Security Index in roar off’ea with 
the Index at the Seat of Hcvermont by checking the nar.es 
on the li 3 t a-alnst ycur Security Index cards. 


Attachment 

d cc — Alhucuernnc (//Attach) 

2 cc - Anchorage ( wy //vtarh ) 

2 cc - Atlanta (V ’/Attach) 

2 cc - ^altinore ('.’/-Attach) 

2 cc - ”i T> - irrhrtr 1 ' T /Attach) 

2 cc - T oa ton ( .’/Attach) 

2 cc - Buffalo ( ’/Attach) 

2 cc - Putts (//Attach) 
____2-.ee - Charlotte ( ' f ‘ ttr.ch) 
2 -rr - ^'r-r • :/AV..>Ch) 
uo 2! cc - Cincinnati (A /Attach) 

« 2 2|cc - Cleveland ( ’//Attach) 

■2 '.o 2=1 cc - h^llon ( .’/.Attach) 

5 r - 2i;cc - Aenvor (../-Attach) 

■ ^ 2'cc - Detroit (•••/* f, a ach ) 

2 jee - wl Anno ///Attach) 

2-*cc - Honolulu (7/ Attach) 

2 cc - Houston (’’/Attach) 

2 cc - Indianapolis (A /Attach) 
2 cc - Hannas Ci*v (’/ Attach) 
2 cc - ’"noxvillo (//Attach) 

? cc - Little dock (’//Attach) 
jy^c- ; - 2cc- Lon An-oles ('-’/Attach) 

I / 72ec- Louisville ('. '/Attach) 

A. r - 2co* ’ 'enphi a (’•*/ Att ach) 

?' 2x>* N*r r.i ('..’/Attach) 

*' * ' ' - ’ ftirT* ■ 

/J- ORIGINAL ON DUPLJMAT 

a-' 

- t ... J M'T 1 ' 1 ’ ' ", ^ f r. 


4 - <*// 


2 cc - Hilv/sukoc (v;/Att«t:U) r 

2 cc * '!Innr-‘i polio t •/•.ttaeh) 

2 cc - Nobile ( '/Attach) 

2 cc - Newark //Attach) 

2 cc - New 'Ar.rn (•'.'/ .ttach) 

2 cc - !?ev Orleans /'//Attach) ^ 
2 cc - Now ’fork ( /attach) 

2 CC - Norfolk (’•; /Attach) 

2 cc - •' ' t*-- ' 

2 cc - Omaha (' //Attach i 
2 cc - Fhiladelphi a (-/Attach) 

2 oc * Phoenix (' 

2 cc - P^tbnbu— ’ h ( //tttaeM 
2 cc - Portland ( //v-.tcahV 
2 •» ^ f ’ / \ f, ** n g ) 

/ 2 cc - At, Louis (’’/Attach) 

\ / 2 cc - Salt Lake f itv V ’/Attach) 

j/ 2 cc - fan Antonio ( ./-Attach) 

) ^ 2 cc - .''cn n t , ro (A /Attach) 

2 cc ** i/ ( in rco {/ / * t*. Ti g V i ^ 

2 cc -San Juan ( /Attach) 

2 cc - bfivcnrah ( ■’/.* t'.ach' ' , ^ 

■ r 2 cc -.rcuttle. '• '/- t*. svi' /*.' 

2 cc -• Nr>rin~H eld ( /■-tt-rb ) 

__2 cc - A anhin-tm ApA_/ ,( ./ -ttoch) 
Pre.-. . -• ■/ *~ / - .". A / v 

A IllrU’JitiJ. . , -S W ~ ' / - -■ 

a r- :••/ .O v ! ... 

■ V V *\T *- “"A ' ■ ; » r. ‘ . > 

\V \W 7 a 1 *-• ' <✓ <' » ■ 

\Y CA>" 

t o tr ated 3/21/5 5 , V/r, 0 : m f . 


r . WOO:rmf 


/ 




I Vi * 


r\ 




1 . 


If tho nano of a 


r—^i^ct on tho attached list is 

o *7 ^ w _ - . : h 40 r* , 




A O^JL i.Cl ^ ^ ^ 

cox.« !■: :ino his cor^oct 

rn „ c ^ rin te notation snoulu 
*-«t’o nn.'vo cn tho 


nr'itv In rex 


Hot included In ja? **J d otP 
that subject's c»» 

Security index Boat--. - 

enclo?=d d l?at a f.ojonroot dolBtea 

status for the suojacu. - t > a notation should 

fron tho ruroau »3 aecuri^ your office 

refer to tho previous If ~ ou do not have a 

which recosrienued cancell 2nd a card should 

Security Inucx card o ^.o A re ^ c3 t the 

a^Su^rJSSSJ ca?df to your office. 

2. If this ohse^aiselose. the 

W5 1 hh^^os of such sab jests ani tho 
attach©^ y;,_„ 0 vnown) should bo sot iOPwa 

nil 4 1 It) w — * N " * • ’ * 1 — h ^ ^ *“ ^ ^ ~ 

III - .*<-* nhcot of oaper wiun w.o -—y. "f — .♦ »— 

Tndax. . Instance. _0I t.us meet; 

cases wnero - — a n ct ir.or.'-od 

for inclusion lb. tue Mintin'*" of tho attached list 
therein at the ' v,«en prepared at the 

but caru3 ic.%0 rt -rr also occur 

bureau. Instances o. Ih' «+’' « • i-.-i "ndcs 

to cancel* 1 

^ oT ^our Sccurltv 

3 . In ehecklnc tho ooocial -ect*on ; be c 0 -tc;i 

fSdox erelnst the attr.cnadl.-t 70. c... 


Kj * 

■» {*% v“* ' -> •,:“ v 


sane 


ub: ..vis ion a 5 


that the subjects cro ~n - " ,^^4^0 notat :. 

indicated on tho attaeuea - — • ,, thoro * rc 

Should bo nlacod on °-y_ f - • rr 'ci' 3 l foot ion and tho 
discrepancies between yoar * A 

• * It ,+*r %4 4 ,nl '* ZPSl 

k. Thl 3 y t, ?S,™io 5 U n ”r.;S ~e«tp« or tus 

roturnod 

instant caption. '. , 

i ■ . .■ < 1 


*i - • 

r ? 
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Office Memorandum • united states government 


TO 


aom » 



DATE: March 22, 1955 


<U* 

. x. 

t 

* / 

0* / 

£•' 

Vv* 

1? 

OS 

V 

: 


fDBjBCT: INTERVIEWS OF SECURITY SUBJECTS 

SUGGESTION #I29-£5 

/ '' 


<; 


-// 





ttached is a suggestion originating with SA Joseph F • Carroll 
if the New York Office in iqhich he proposes the use of a form in reporting 
results of interviews with security subjects . The form is also attached • 
It is stated that the form could be used as a substitute for cover letters 
in those instances in which a Security Matter - C interview ha3 been 
authorized and the results of the interview are being forwarded to the 
Bureau in report form . In other words, the report will 3et out the V 
results of the interview in detail and under this suggestion the form 
would be utilized to set out the results, in brief with pertinent comment •' 


note3 


% 

The proposed form identifies the report being transmitted ; no 

JL t» a* T A a « A a* « a. aa a a a? a *a a J aJ a «a a i*a a A «JL la a m aa X a aa a a a a a<aa* aa a A a a aa -X a • V aa a? a* a a X a A 

^/XUWC UJ LrC / #UC <* W t O O UUG u #C U> AUO <* WU | rvu «/& 

waeioer or rot ide subject was cooperative ; whether he furnished 
information concerning others , and whether subject will testify concerning 
Others • 27ie /orm also indicates whether or not the information furnished 
agrees with known information concerning the subject, whether the subjecx 
has informant potentialities, carries a notation a3 to whether or not 
authority is being requested to recontact the individual and whether 
or not an FI-122 (if appropriate) has been submitted • \> 

The SAC in New York recommends against the at option of the ~ 

suggestion as follows: "While the suggestion does have advantages from 
a streamlining standpoinx, I think the responses to interviews are varied i 
and we should give the responses to interviews exactly as- they appear « 

I therefore believe that we should continue to submit these letters in 
narrative form and I do not recommend the suggestion be adopted •" 




Ci 


Cl 

cz 

o 


i 


Qbservat_icm^: ~ 

'/ 

The Internal Security Section also opposes adoption of the 
suggestion. It is felt that the circumstances of our interviews are too 
varied to commit to a fixed form . In many instances there are circumstance 
surrounding the interview which must be amplified in advising the Bureau . 


Attachments 2 
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ec - M 
co - M 
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ter 
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Although cover memoranda do not set out the results of the interviews 
in detail t they give a concise analysis of the reaction of the 
individual subject during the course of the interview • In summary , 
interviews with individuals having different Communist or subversive 
backgrounds with different dispositions do not lend thenselve s to 
standardised reporting as suggested , 

RECOMMENDATION : 

That this memorandum be referred to the Training and 
Inspection Division to indicate that the Internal Security Section 
definitely opposes adoption of Suggestion #129-55* 
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Office Memorandum • united states government 

/ DATE: 3 / 21/55 

» • V , jjiu. 


ROM » 
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iUBTEcr: EUPLOYZZ SUGGESTION #129-55 

, V . . • y :X S d /■ - - 


V / / / -v- ^ ^ ' ' r * f d in 

This concerns a. proposed J orr: to punter one advantage 

ss^rss^iSS SK.i« « -« « *• 

field supervisors . 

7* revte^Jhts area Mere 

Statistical Section ^^ accordingly, voe cannot endorse 
\\ H tS a Ttreanliaing Te vice for tHe Statistical Section. 


Ifi/s 
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UNITED STATES DEPARTMENT OF JUSTICE 
FEDERAL BUREAU OF INVESTIGATION 


U, BUREAU OF INVESTiUATiun 

US' ^ 

employee suggestion A /**' / 


Data Msrch 1^# ^9^5 

... director. FBI Attention! Trai ning and Inspecti on Division^ 

TOS — — — - ■ ■ — — * — 

From: Special Agent^ 


New York 


Field Office or Division — 

V 

SUGGESTION; 

The attached fora Is being recommended as a substitute 

MS 

ire being forearced to the Bureau in report form. 


Its advantages are: 

1} will streamline processing by s tati stical, Ss.fl.tian «*** 
£00 as well'ss b ^ — — " e" w * 

2) Will reduce dictation and typing time In field. 


It should save at least $ unknpwn_ annually. 

The ua. by the United States of my suggestion shall form the basis » oU # 
further claim of any nature by me, my heirs, or assigns upon bn 


r.y 


S' 


- <-£ 


^(sig rt£tbrd ;r 6 f‘ * Sugge s tor) 


ESS K%.= a a SSSS 

fora and I do not recommend the suggestion be adopted. 

//’ j) ' i o \ -■ l L ' A ^ TS5StS.T»«^5 ' ' 32ap 

special Agent In Charge 

1 - 66-7111 < (Title) 

Timr~T TirTTHTBrnfifT' _ iwt 


~ ■ 111111 ; iniiiiir 



rANMMOPMM MO. W A ^ 

lAsinOt J. lUTft • UNITED STA' :s GOVERNMENT 

to : Eiroctor* P.B.T. DATE: 

FROM > v 

SUBJECT : 

Eneloeod are the original end ^ copies of the 

report of SA * . . I, — — a “ * 

rata of Intorvlow: / 

Plcoo of interviews ( ) Residence ( ) Bure au Car ( ) Stroot 

( ) ether (specify) 

Interviewing Agents i 
Cooperatives ( ) Tea ( ) So 

Furnished Inf cmat ion re o there s ( ) Yea ( ) So 
w<X3L Testify re o tiara s ( ) Yos ( } So 

information furnished In substantial egrocnent vith kno«t 

data* { ) Yea ( ) So Reasons * 

P8I or CS potential* ( ) Yea ( >' Ho 

Request authority to recontact for ?SI or CS purposes* ( J ^ os 
FD 122 cutss It tod ( ) Yea dated ( S 

Remarks* 


Knelt 


(bb 


. P 


/ 


—.w-OoURE 
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Office Memorandum 




UNITED STATF" GOVERNMENT 


TO 


noH 


SUBJECT : 



1 

u) 






SUGGESTION r 109-55 
±iADt, dY u.u 3T"— ,, ■ 

KEN YOKE CITY 'OFFICE '* 

SUGGES TI O h .* That a form letter like the oj_ , 

a sv bstitute for ~ r.c cover letter ore sently used in sending resorts 
to the CurecM or. ike results of Security fatter - 0 



■ authorised by the Bureau, 


mtc rviev'S 


4 J l 



M 


u 


This sugge stion comes withfy. the purview of a Special 
Agent's duties. Special Agent supe roisor is SACm&S&SIIJ*** ' — ^ 

P£g SE /. T P-OC EPrpE : Chen the Bureau authorises a Security fatter - C 

interview the interview is submitted to the Bureau in report form 
with a cover letter directing the Bureau's attention to specific 
data and observations of interest to thje Bureau. The cover letter 
evaluates the report. 

4 n Vi ■ T 6 (2 - .s’ ZWA 1 rrn» ,‘J -ill roW u r> o Hi r»+n +.i nn rrr>H tn-ninn -him a in +f>, 

’ cr r* * ’ rr 


,/icxa. „ y X ± sure amx itus processing by field supervisors and 
Statistical Section at the Seat of Government / 

PI SAD VA IT A GES ST A TED : No ne . 


OB SEE '/'.TI PCS : 
t'rjat responses 
out exactly! as 
Office, states 


asw York City Office \ disapprove s t stating 
to interviews are varied and clso should be set 
they are received . Washington Field 

that he heartily agrees with SAC and that the 

results of these interviews are reported in detail by cover letter 
to show the reaction of the persons approached. SAC fcFarlin 
Cincinnati Office , disapproves , stating that a form letter cannot 
get the message across to the Bureau. SAC Cm New Orleans \ 

Office j disapproves y stating that no form letter can cover all !■ 
tuot ions. SAC sr' " Minneapolis Office , agrees with SAC / ' 

Mr. } Internal Security Section t disapproves 

the suggestion , stating that these inte rviev'S and the i nfo rmati on 
developed by then are too varied to lend them.selves to standardised 

no recommendation 
a bearing on 


reporting. Mr. wBsxxia 
because he cannot see 


r N 

\ 

\ 

V 'J 

i 

v: 

\ ^ 


Q 

US 


£ 

o 

o 

s 

o 

cr 

o 

o 

il 


Statisti cal Section 9 makes 
how the su qqe stion would have 
work of the Statistical Section. 


\ r \JPJD : he c 
o 


fiECORDED-11 



/'K 


f 




55 
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"i mi liiiin mu 


HIT 


3/25/55 


SA TINGS: None stated, althoua h it would appear that there would 

be unelti mated savings in dictation and stenographic transcription. 
There world be offsetting costs in vreparing a nevi form. 


su age sti on 
'' 



REG 01 NEED A TIPI'S : 1. That the 


2, That if the sue ge sti on is adopted, no financial 
award be given because the suggestion comes within the vurview 
of the sucaester's duties. If a financial award is considered 
it would be based on ike table for cash savings and since these 
would be small, the suggesier - culd be entitled to a minimum 
award of # 10 . Special Agent has already been thanked 

by personal letter for submitting the suggestion. 


A 


/ 


EMPLOYEE SUGGESTION 


March 14, 1955 


Tor Director, FBI 
Promt SA C-. MZi 
SUGGESTION t 


BZI, NEW YORK 


Zel ttj’zzzjnss:: %?4: u t ? r ? f Zr?%zr ,lu o/ 

ADVANTAGES t 

SOG a , well as I'y fVePd L‘p"r *» «“*“«« «* *•«•» •* 

2. Will reduce dictation and typing time in field. 


l 


v /&/ $ Suggester 

cojaasTs asp bscowexp trior or summsm, sac, or assist* s. i pibsstgb, 

point ™\h7nl‘it i 5l i0e3 haU i admnta 3'» /«» O streamlining stand- 
point, i thin tc „he responses to in+.-^v' e^s r.r* varied n-.-.d i - 

give the response 3 to interviews exactly as they apvea'r" I therefore 

b folL e and th T a t We l hould 00 ntinue *° aibmit these letters in narrative 
form and Ido not ^recommend the suggestion be adopted,, 


/*/ SAC 


II & to# 




"Wfir, 


■ ../oo-36ir^ 


E>"L:LOJURE 


Mir 



STANDARD POKM 


~>.k* '• 


Offi ce ftAeino, j,.dum • 


l 

UNITED STA. GOVERNMENT C ' 


to s Director, F.B.I, 


DATE: 


FROM S SAC 


SUBJECT: 


Enclosed are the original and 
report of SA dated" 


copies of the 
at 


Date of Interviews ' 

Place of Interview; ( ) Residence ( ) Bureau Car ( ) Street 

( ) Other (Specify) 


interviewing Agents: 

Cooperative: ( ) Tes ( ) Ho 

Furnished Information re others: ( ) Tes ( ) Ho 

Will 'Testify re others: ( ) Tes { ) K© 

information furnished in substantial agreement with known 
data: ( ) Yes ( ) Ho Reasons: 

PSI or CS potential: ( ) Tes ( ) Ho 

Request authority to recontact for PSI or CS purposes: ( ) Yes 

( ) Ho 

FD 122 submitted { ) Tes dated _____ C ) Ho 
Remarks : 


End: 


J 
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Office Memorandum • united states 


GOVERNMENT 


DATB: March 22 3 1955 
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fUBjBCT; CHINESE ALISAS ON SECURITY INDEX 

' ~ ^ . f 

-■AS of March 22. 1955 ^Tthere are 35 Chinese aliens on . > .v 
the Security Index. ' V 

Concerning these 35 alien o a ,_C. 

»«» »«*. .f jir^L t r^/rr^:%^r/m^a waoin9 

and Retaining names in th 3-3-55. This review 
having been suomitzea to tne * ^ repare d February 1 and 2, 

consisted o/ a study of ' rases and (2j reports submittea 

1955, reviewing sounaness of the se cases, ana r p 

since 2-1-55. 

, r/ **, proposed Criteria are adopted, it appears that the 

1 35 cases will break down as follows. 

* .. J. 1. ^ « o -f- r»r> n /i 


/ 1 /» 
\ r ~ 


^tuA ^*-2 ir. wftfeft there i* -rather strong 
justification for retention on security Inde . 


•/ « 

('Sj Eleven cases that are 2 . e5 f ,^ bS ^on l exists^ 
' ' it is felt sufficient justification 

for retention on Security Index . 

(?) ft nertn-im eases in which sufficient 

{3) jz^-lcZtTwTXta not exist /or retention 

on Security Index . 

These cases are identified as follows: 





p-prnu^ Kh r PATIO Ul 


ZpVTOVSS ~k^- 

f 1 1 K /y — — 


y * m Tf +h e nevartmentb 

s ° ne - .™VcU‘ indtuiduais V ' 

ha rs Vise 2 SW |U “' * 

+>,a security j.ncte~» 



Office Memorandum • united states government 


TO 


* Mr . 


dates March 16, 1555 



By SAC Letter 55 dated May 17, 1949, and Bureau Bulletin #37 
dated July 21, 1949, we Initiated a program of interviewing certain 
• subjects of security investigations. We currently interview sab Hots 
inot included in the Security Index when (1) investigation la incon- 


clusive as to a subject’s 
been a member 
investigation 
revolutionary 
sympathy with 
reflects routine 

a <*iror»ia 1 


:>ath.ies or. whether the evh 


organisation, (2) 

■ . 1 e c a , formerly, a member 


of a basic revolutionary 
reflects that a •' 

organisation, discontinued such membership 
the subversive movement, and (3) when the 

activities in a basic revolutionary organization 


ct is or 
when the 
of a basi 
and lost 

nve o tier at 


has 


t rex Qr>o o rr r\ 


r> T* n'rj o /** -f -I Tf 


A TT a! « ^ ^ 




* — A- -* 

Xiu. Ofiaa u x Oii 


J -o j ~ 

: O ^ jl. jl X 


fCUUi'^CU Uil- 

and lost sympathy with the 


•j — — , 

it tiio subject has discontinued his association 
subversive groun. The rurroses of such 


interviews are (1) to determine a subject’ 3 sympathies and whether he 
constitutes a potential threat; to the internal security of the countr*, 
( 2 ) to determine if the subject will furnish information concerning his 
activities and activities of others known to him to have been associated 
with the subversive movement, and (3) to develop securitv informants. 

VJe interview Securitv Index subjects who have not been reported erma-ed 
in subversive activities since January 1, 1949, and Security Index 
subjects on whom Information developed definitely indicates that their 
activities no longer warrant their inclusion in the Security Index 
because of defection. 



Th £ cool ic at i on oj "the 

, - . r , 0 _ .‘..juj i ‘ o n of subjects in the Security Index. 

proposed * ^considered bv the Department, will nov a./jecz tie 

vresently being considered uu - 7 ?/^^ - - ^ & proposed 

instructions wit* regard to interviews. £ "P 1 .*'”* f?¥he Security 

index^io^in ro^/cll^ithin *51^ *° 

r« ws 


/#) To remove a principal area :j cmri : '. : ' ; v 

that in security cases in wh \ c ^ JJC: ) 3 '^^iVsed' in^-rvi 

"be cons id e rcd^m.ll'^uf ei^^^re^exis^s^vi c Jl ‘ 3° FtFFFF F'rF - 
5^ a sic rsv-^lu nyo nary_orccn\za,-, :i n^o. a -r -- . ' r ■ . ' - j L - ■ - r 2 , : ,;„ ; 7vr^“~7 ar 
7 H Tea~Th th i~ At to rn ey General, i n.. c_j,.s za a r- , . , h - - - ^ - .- y . .>- ■ • - - 7 , ' 


be cons i tSJi 

a basic revolumignary__or_can i~aziqn j)r__c c_- 

cTfSdTnrta i~ At tome y General, , _i n.. c ,1- =- :: * 
SpeeT^i—r^s jr.f "Jiearljjefi ned.,sjuj:n_i 


w4tfrip) ain *»* n £ ££ r't ic ill a T G G 3 6 
ler -a nii-ciD £ r o ? l i tiz sr v z eios i * * 


— -X, , 7 • ; ’77 ji ^ir.-i+P c / G r 7 3 nii~~lD6 r OJ > ' * > - / ^ c ^ 0 * 

mov^T-Fes ’ r^rl^. ^ 1 r « ? v routine 

interyiewee ^ 3- ‘S ™ 

joiners or sympathizers with front grou y * 

fceen members of basic revolutionary organizations ; 


- 3 - 




/ / 


requests 
Bureau . 


That hereafter the SACs be required to pass 

for authority to interview prior to their suhmssi 
This will have the effect of tightenin g up o rc th e 


on the 

a, -rf O "f* ■' 

re cue sts. 


If you approve the above recommendati ons , an appropriate 
SAC Letter and Manual changes will be prepared • 



3 ^ 1*1 
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DETAILS: 



/ 


I, HISTORY AND DEVELOPMENT 0^ INTERVIEW PROGRAM 


We currently interview subjects not included in the 
Security Index when (1) investigation is inconclusive as to a 


M% ,V> 4 A « A A A 4-Ia 4 AA As. «« , A 4- Vs A %% 

2 M %J J w W V U U J( VA V/1AX U U V i. n XIV/ UilV ■*> vxxv 


A I 1 A ■? A A 4* 4 A AS Ia A /a Vk /A A VA O 

WUk/J Ou 1/ JL U w A *■■*’*» *^V/ W * A «* 

/ -* ' 


member of a basic revolutionary organization, \ 2 ) when the 
investigation reflects that, although the subject was formerly 
a member of or affiliated with a basic revolutionary organisation 


he subsequently discontinued such membership or affiliation, ana 
lost symoathy with the subversive movement, and (3) when th-: 
investigation reflects that the subject engaged in routine activi 
in a basic revolutionary organization several years ago but no 
current subversive activity is developed even though no specific 
Information is reported that the subject has discontinued his 
association and lost sympathy with the subversive movement. 


y 


The purposes of the interviews of this nature are to 
determine a subject’s .^ynpathies when the investigation is 
inconclusive or to determine whether a subject continues to 
adhere to revolutionary doctrine thereby remaining a potential 
threat to the internal security of the country; to determine 
whether a subject will furnish information concerning his 
activities and the activities of others known to him to have been 
associated with a subversive movement, and to endeavor to develop 
among such subjects security Informants. 


We interview Security Index subjects who have not been 
reported engaged In subversive activities since January 1, 1V49, 
and Security Index subjects on whom information developed definitely 
indicates that their activities no longer warrant their inclusion 
in the Security Index because of defection, prior to removing them 
from the Security Index. 



nnnr~T iiiii in ■ ehiii ' 
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IV. 


ADEQUACY OF PRESENT INSTRUCTIONS RE INTERVIEWS CONSIDERED ITT 

THE LiGHT 0? i o.'iCuaiti 


The application of the proposed new standards for the 
Inclusion of subjects in the Security Index, presently being 
considered by the Department, will hot affect the basic instructions 
with regard to interviews. If the new standards are adopted, there 
"will be a group of individuals presently on the Security Index who 
will not fall within the new standards and under current in3 true ti ons 
we would consider them for Interview prior to removing them from the 
Security Index. 



Office Is/lemorandum • united states government 

TO I DATEi April 1 , 1955 


ROM t 


O 


•UBJECT: SECURITY INDEX - 


During the past week 1 card was added to 
the Security Index and J1 cards were cancelled, a net 
decrease of JO cards . 

The Security Index count as of today is 

26 , 525 * 


ACTION : 

None • This is for your information. 


Iff! Ill III II Hi I Hill 
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UNITED STATES DEPARTMENT OF JUSTICE 
FEDERAL BUREAU OF INVESTIGATION 

EMPLOYEE SUGGESTION 


To: 


From: 



•Field Office or Division 


SAIT FRAITCI3C0 


TjETTER g£-12(A), ?/lO/r!?, regard! ^ 

iuuuuu““‘' • i'-c Jj PP j_. of^gprr^itv inderc^suo ,'ec os 

Of recommendations f or^retention of-'oecu^i 

DETCOM. 


large 


tabbed 
number of 


SUGGESTION : 

of recommendations 1 <?*■'/ o ^ices tomn ra ^ 0 - 

)ETCOM. It is suggested thao other o recommendation for retenti 

Individuals on the_ 3 i be ad *^4 yhat ‘he ^co^ Vd -122 necessarily 
»f DSTC01-: tabbing oe ®dued to the bot bbl In most cases 

- *»* 

»ora (particular) Branch of the CP, etc. 

Its advantages are: By adding this nec^sar? duplication in 

typing 11 and LnSnf ” SEE Jj ^ 0 ^^^ 

SA? Lettefss-isf separate memoranda will continue to be submitted. 


It should save at least $. 


annually. 


„ nnit-fl states of my suggestion shall not form the -has is o 

" l^ofCnaturl ^ ly l. W “ira^or assigns upon the United St, 


nf Rntrrrootrtr) 


- ♦ 4 r\ f* ^nrqrvisor /SAC , qi* Assist^fl.n’t DinGCt»or, 

Comments and recommendation of Suparvisor, & / / - ^ 

This suggestion i» ^ *“ 

at the present 
as well as stei 

in this manner. 

of instances already by tne Sapr rran^- 

cisco Ci^Uce. * w * / 


, no -rar)hic, clerical and Arenq 7 : . “ . ' v,.- 

Actually, this metlioU-r— . ■ - 


FELD 3H i faVioOii 


IT 


I K ill 


Iff! 







/ 


r , are informing the KSk* 

l^ae CMnH/at t,{. ^ a. ,e 12 a^the »«»;£«;"„ ppMe 2 
Irndei a" 8V * pa *Vl to theaTcasee and that oar coverage will 

I investigative a V h l even t 0 f Tornoean open hostility** 

I intensified in the event oj * o 


a* noMl 4 T ** - e i gf !l h ^ >ha3e °f the progran mentioned by the Attorney 
« t n ki3 latter concerned the draft of an announcement by the 

President alerting citizens to dangers of sabotage , etc • Ye are 
tnforning the Attorney General that the draft will be inserted into 
the portfolio for the Emergency Lentention Program as soon as it is 
received from Assistant Attorney General Rankin of the Department 0 



. * , • r *rr 

U / > * 


W- 


nint/i matter covered 5?/ tnc attorney General concerns the 

^ s%x jnksks °x a 

Attorney 3-neril ioaue caenaed mstroctiona to coyer the modification 

&?, - 
En?raency, J dazed *.-7-cb. -- *'|* £> ‘ *’- '•' r ' ■p nerr ~ nc ,, 

to inolelent avorehension, search and seizure features of Fner gene . 

retortion Pro -ran in the event of a surprise attack on «ao.ang v o», 
v/tena communication of authorisation cannot oe , 

Prsaida/ix t/ie attorney General or.zae first five officials in 
Sain of %£>oA?j in the Zepcrt.tent of Justice because of the surprise 

nature of the attack and its possible results • 




Office Memorandum • united states government 


TO « 


Rom > 


!/ ^ 


DATBs 4/5/55 


SUBJECT : 


SUGGEST 1 02: UUl'EEP. 
LADE BY UA 

SAL FRAK CISCO OFFICE 


C> 

SUC-ESTICl' : That in deleting .Security Ind ex \ subject 3 from 

CO! 'SAB a s~ required by current Bureau insTrucz ions ana retaining 
them on IE T COM, the reason for the retention be cu.eu at the 
bottom of Form FI-122 (copy attached) rather than by separate 
memorandum in addition to Form. FI-122 which m..ust be suumitted 

in all cases , 


The sucpe sti on comes within the o urview oj 
auga ester 1 s duties. His supervisor is uAC 
San Francis co , 


the 


Form FI-122, Memorandum of justification for ~ his tabbing 
is also submitted, 

ADWT iav S ST \ TED: Eliminate the separate memorandum and 

the dictatiod/ typing , filing , et cetera , which it entailed. 

PISA D if A L TA CHS ST A TED : Ho ne . 

SA 71 KGS: Unestimated savings from inc the d reparation 

and' handling of .one memorandum on each DETCOl'. subject. 


, «■ 1 u v C 


^Vv -r> nr *fpnnij 


• ml 0 7 ; rm r\ 71 


TIC 


Cincinnati 


SAC 


icc in s A 


O ESER 7A TIPIS : . - 

and SAC Levi Orleans } all recommenced 

this suggestion, stating that the procrav: of revising zr. 
Security Index to eliminate CO 1 'SAB tabbing and retaining 


Minr.eano 1 i 


:c n 


important subjects 
Also, the memoranda 
a better picture of 


n CC fa b bine w ill soon 
7z q th € s e "tci bbino s i 
the action taken and they 


■* 1 1 O 7 
, C - u (• . 


be consisted . 
ill nresent 
rc short • 


relatively inexpensive to prepare. Assistant Director 


and reia 1 1 ue ± ■> t t.t w /*. o * ^ ^ ^ ~ ■ 

advises that the Domestic Intelligence Division nas no objectio 
to the procedure suage sted by San Francisco but the sug je sti on 
should not be rdociei because a Security Index review will be 
i kTu ^tTTTn r..;e j/Tld in she near future and this review will 
eliminate any necessity for such a procedure as suaae sted/nare . 

^ / 7/ J :' ' 

nECC'C'EA"" 1 ‘T rn K: Thai fhimsuccesti on n ot hr’ adopted, / * 

— ■ — * * 1 , 



The attached suggestion from the San Francisco Office 
refers to SAC Letter 55-12 regarding new standards for the tabbing 
ofNtecurity Index cards' for priority apprehension. It contains 
the recommendation that reasons for retention of "Detcon" tabbing 
he addeik.to the bottom of Form FQ-122 in those cases where such 
a form is necessarily submitted to indicate the deletion of 
"Comsab" tabbing which was discontinued by above-mentioned SAC 
Letter. San Francisco points out that in most cases the reasons 
for Detcom tabbing are clear and unmistakable and require only 
a brief statement. 

San Francisco points out that by adding the statement 
to Form FD-122 the submission of a separate memorandum would be 
eliminated ; thereby saving stenographic, clerical and, agent time- 

New standards for inclusion of subjects in the Security 
Index are presently under study and in the immediate future the 
field will' be required to review each Security Index case to^ 
determine whether the subject should remain on the Security Index. 
It is contemplated that the review memoranda will also contain a 
recommendation with regard to priority tabbing and appropriate 
instructions regarding this will be issued when the Security Index 
review is initiated. 

While there appears to be no objection to the 
procedure suggested by San Francisco, the initiation of the 
Security Index review will eliminate the necessity thereof. 


^COMMENDATION: 


In view of the above it is suggested that this 
memorandum be routed to the Training and Inspection Division to 
indicate that the Internal Security Section recommends against 
the adoption of the above suggestion. 


! 







UNRECORDED 


' i, jhIsS ^ cL,) 


The Director pointed out that 5 of these 76 students are 
axong the 35 Chinese aliens on the Security Index • We will check to 
f be sure that State Department and Defense Department have received 
information on these 5 individuals • . j 

— * rv 

3o (b) c elite si on security index O 

advised that he and the Internal Security Division 
tf the Department had made a study of the 35 Chinese aliens on the 
Seourity Index, on who m warrants have been issued, and he has concluded 
that the warrants signed-by Deputy Attorney General Rogers and presently 
outstanding are not applicable except as to those individuals presently 
considered deportable by INS • 

said that the Internal Seourity Division is going 
over these 35 cases carefully to consider the amount of evidenoe that 
Is available • 

Zhc Director pointed out that the Internal Seourity Division 
had gone over the oases before the warrants were drawn up 0 
said that this was done on a "crash” basis end, the Department is 
again going over the cases • The Attorney General .s tated - that the 
warrants should not be cancelled, pending the review: of the cases 
by the Internal Seourity Division of the Depdr'tS.eh’t, and should on 
emorjenoy happen tomorrow, we would make the arres^^ of these 35 
persons • 

Deputy Attorney General requested the Internal Seourity 

Division of the Department to consider any other applicable statutes 
or methods whereby these 35 subjects could be detained in a limited 
emergency • 1 

We are reviewing these 35 cases in light of the proposed 
revised standards, and if you agree we will point out to the Depart- 
ment Whose cho would *not be held under the r evi sed standards • 

~T*rA/a-j H • 




UUP£CCfiC£D 


[ 

I 


. , ua tht (jrrer* * - 

f COMMUNIST CHINA * ° 177 ra > ^ SYMPATHETIC 

in the event of hoi till ute^l touid%%^} e y 2 0 ^ r oaa "» an « stated 

-its.jy our coverage . 


SEC Cx ITT 


■L*vts WHO APE SYMPATHETIC 




H/-I/0 


/ 


implementation of new security index emergency detention program 

& id* This was discussed in so*ie detail* The Director strong ly 

7 'ccorjxended that revised Seouri ty Index standards be adopted t even 
perhaps stronger than those which the Bureau had suggested f in uieto 
of the fact that the Department questions whether the 35 Chinese aliens 
on the Seourity Index can be arrested on deportati on warrants • The 



n I ^ 




Attorney Central ojr««d **“J t JS%°at ** r<0 * h «»* 0 ^ ** 
v? • / r ^ j in *t/i$ Security Ii\dsx 

te hl»* 


5. r« ore cheoking to 6* i ur * /*: 

*•*"•**«: security Index, and or. 

t*? b* allowed to depart the country. 


ur « that we have ji vsn 
information on the 5 i 


ore part of the 


the Defense 

ndioiciu al 3 

studen is 



utJABCC-hV^D 



3 o We are oheoleing inxediately the oases of the 35 alien 
Chinese on the Security Index under the new c riter ia, and will 
furnish you a aenorandua ref leaving those who will cone off the 
index and those who will stay on t m a caee basis • 

.We are also cheating the 67 Chinese aitisens on the 

Seourity Index and will give you the figures as to these who will 
00*e off and those who will stay on. This nevnorcnduu will also 
reflect whether we furnished reports in the 35 oases to 

and • 



J ■ •/ 


Offi ce Me?noranctam • united states government 


date: April 11 , 1951 


Bufile 


SYNOPSIS : 

By rn.er.orandv.vi of April 11, 1955, -the Attorney General 

I has indicated his approval of revised Security Index criteria 
forwarded to the Department by our letter of 'Icr-h 9, 1055. Id e 
Attorney General has advised that one minor amendment should be 
made in the criteria to make the language conform to that set 
out in the Presidential proclamation, as contained in the 
Attorney General’s Portfolio which sets out the planning for the 
Emergency Detention Program. The above amendment involves the 
substitution in paragraph 1(d) of the phrase "the national defense 
and public safety of the United States in time of emergency" for 
the phrase " the security of the country in time of . emergency 
The criteria have beer i modified in accordance with the Attorney 
General ’s instructions . 

With the final approval by the Department of the new 
criteria , we propose to reinstitute the Security Index, review 
project in the field. Attached is a proposed SA.C letoer in which 
we are instructing the field to reinstitute the review immediately 
and to analyze each Security Index case critically in light of 
the new criteria which are set out under a separate heading in 
the proposed SAC letter. 

With the review project we are also resuming the 
screening of the cases for grijirjwfu a gyp r gj en si gn ( Dili Cl r ) under 
the revised Detcom criteria set ouz in S-uJ Lexter 55-12 [A.) of 
February IQ, 1955. The analysis regarding Detcom tabbing is 
'geared directly ic the review project , with the result that at 
the completion of the review the Security Index will be in a 
completely current status. ‘ ■ 

i 

Enclosure 



in ~j 

I '/ / 


In view of the scope of the review , involving over 
26,000 cases, and the fact that it is a two-fold project 
involving application of the revised Security Index and Betcom 
criteria , we have spelled out the mechanics of handling to make 

absolutely certain that the procedures are thoroughly understood 
by the fi eld . 

R EC Old! EM A TION : 

( If you approve , the attached proposed SAC letter will 
be sent to the field to reinstitute the Security Index review 
project under the revised criteria . If you approve , this SAC 
letter will be transmitted to the field without delay , separately 
if necessary, in order that the review may be commenced at the 
earliest possible moment in the field . Manual changes are being 
prepared. 


* 




* 

y 
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UNITED STATES GOVERNMENT 

DATE: April 11, 195? 


Office tAemorar^um • 


TO « 


FROM » 


/ 


IUBJBCT: 


riro/'Tr-- n-p-r^/rv; PLANS IN INK SVEN7 OF bO'.’JOSA.'! 

offii M 3 TILT TIES 


A 


The fourth confe-ence dealing with the abaae 
• ubiect ratter was held in the Attorney General s Ojftce 
It 10:00 aA., April 11, IW. I- addition to the Attorney 
General and the Director the following were present: 

From Immigration, and Naturalization 


?g rv i oe i_ 


\ 


\ v 


\ N 


F Tomler i_2 tDflLu • 


From FBI : 




'■rs 

t 


1 . 


Legal Baas for c-ie .e vised 
fcrr t he S ecuritu .Index 


Criteria 


i auised chat the ~e ;al Counsel-. s « u j 


had 


f s 

O 

. r ,, py . -he crits~ i : end found chat they came 'ithin the 
fresiientinl Proalr.rg.icn -high would go into e'fect in the 
ifent of an emergency. tail that if. (d, in on- pro, w. . 

• • „ V ~~i + eriz i 3 noi worded exactly tne s j.’ ? as the 

revised ^ri-^en. 3 uu . inimical to the 

Presidential Proclamation relative .o a< -s in*n - 

J'’ country in time cj emergency a Irhou.h ,o "iia 

^ . * Ahfv Direr: ■- stated that we had 

mini it means the sane - C mnvcd exi.rcly as set fc-th 

no objection f ' n /v 4~co~m } / 7 em~ 2 l insir : 

in the presidential proclamation. ..he 4 .co . nu j '*.** 


HEl tO HAND Uy FPL 


At borne y > ene'rll^Vs {- n t - ■' ! ? ° .1 “ 2 1 ™ , f ai3 _. V cer ' nnon f t h ■ 

and incorporating this change~in nordi reui3ea orite~ia 

cri od r i a 


If p.*- 


' i 
*/ A 


"'vurporaumg this change -in ’cording. 
( s chdiiQQ i ') wording will have no Jis f s 


a 


The Attorney General asked 

77 sn i » . i _ *. _ *r • 


7 , . ' ’ ' ~ v -'-'‘c, ui as -■‘re a p ? o + h -~> — 

Bellini 1 * bl° ChS US& ° f Prominent verson- — - , 

u€ pa . z ie n » nas been o i swi no ^ n - <= , 

on *** rp« w< ,» ,««• t *; “ H .s“ 

■" Bi " i?; , ?*' .*?-*. -s*r »"* 

once. 


■/» K o 

' fcC 


nzur,: trr 11 xtzttz 


anvi 7); 


x a. c n v * s g c n e 


Depar-tgen 

unties the revised criteria 

°~ r J lnciin 93. Powever, we will revw.-e z 
speci, ically comment cn each one of these 
tney should or should not be "scai^ned 


u, , 7 , ^ ' a v a s iiSi ?'?/2 

e„L** Ca i pa3sed on * ** *-e reviewing 


i he 


require v 


■u e \ 


■he se files 
-spa.-c~.ent of 
art-ent to 


CG3S3 a 3 


on r n e 


oo 

J 


w he ther 


..c p 0 i - i 




i it i>o -ns v >e .' 


order sdis morning authori wing ■ the L s ;'^* 

j initiate the emergency Detention program'' in t°he°even 

inoc possible co rea^h thp *i * , . e event ic was 

| c ; to £ ,i 0 / ; S .. OJ a. i'oa BfJi r»caij C ' le ' tel 

‘""'mill n P-„°UfVV d i“ %h ‘ ^'V’olto. t-eamablP, 
to that it" oo T, m™ .,^1 srr3 ,if 

<*«*ruc«io 3 s. >/ ait £ S „ , 5, r { snp-lnstna tr.e outdated 

Kit t, : 7 3 *»* d< ’"« P-^PH’J, «w "lii /oJior ur 


tine to Bepartneit for somo 

»zzr> re - latu ’ e to sht i **> ;; °** , 

oecuritv .r.aex cub fats n i - '•■- <■< -i ., n , , c ' ; ’ ‘-d 

3azd C dat ede : <: e,se ^ZtTVi ^ x „^ 

, — i s irO jo over c h 13 care fn' In -_t "** 

c*at t.'tsre a-c siiii a couoie 0 / points v S ? ld 

afternoon in c-Jtr :ta, w could 2«* , s one-. 


a 

1 1 in "tt in min ' nrr ’ ■ un inniiir 






U/J 



HL'HCF.AGDUP FOR 


Relative to the proposal that the list of 
subversive or gani zati on3 to which aliens nay not belong should 
be drawn up by the Attorney General and agreed to cy ah? 
Secretary of Defense , the Attorney General aut he r i zed 
to contact the Department of Defense to get their agree:-'.? nt to 
this procedure . . stated there i3 a question in 

the minds of the Internal Security Division as to 'ohe the* this 
list of subversive organizations should include all of the 

y the Attorney Gene -al under Executive 
ooir.zed out vhz: the current list includes 


organizations listed 

Orde 


I'd GO. 


He 


Japanese an 
out of existence , 
1 1 x 0 to 0 0 v e ** 
included by 


I tali an 


0 ■ 


uni cations and many which had cone 


■ he Attorney 


He said the Internal Security Division would 
tv eliminate those which should not b< 
eneral for purposes of tne Emergency 


Detention program* She Attorney veneral slid this was worth 
exploring and the Internal Security Division is going over 
this list * Inis is essentially a Departmental pr 0 zlem and 


not a problem 


the ~n~e au. 


raised the vuestion tc whether the 


A t* +■ n «■ ** j3 ■ 


O ^ — ri 


1 « J '' 


pre; 


lent m order that the president could si-.n 


putting into effect the Emergency Detention Frog-. 


Attorne y 


the Proclamation 
a t. * . he 

General said this was a cue sticn that the preside at 
toould have to resolve as he would he under instructions 
from the pre 3 ident , It WC3 pointed out Cu the Attorney General 
- hat whatever was worked out in 1 his respect should be worked 
nut in advance in order zhat there would he nc holi.ng up v’ 
the Emergency Detention Program pending a conference uetwee.n 
the Attorney General and the Presi dent; that conditions 
could well be such that the Attorney Gentry: would net be a ale 
to reach the President* She Direct >r pointed out <, ha i tine 


Attorney General should have cn ci ~olane 


hi j disposal in 


Quanticc in order that he could , if 
president from the relocation site* 


worked cm 


0 n < 


U ' * 


the Cj 

' — n 7 


necessary, 
Th is rust 
' e n y 


ce og ve 

and the Attorney veneral instructed zhat Tompki r 'S 

e ? *3 mi a 2 1 


this * 3 t 
not contact 
Pompkins 


IS .3 

vl“ on 


this, as 


fly to the 
necessarily be 
.Gobi 1 i .? a t ' 0 n {('-Dr ! ) 

sic u 1 .i ci 0 
g n L'er irtm •; n t > I n u b 1 ?m , <re \> ill 
the Attorney Genera, inst -uev-.d 


V w 


Tiiim 1 ih mr iwi ■ 111111 1n11.1i 






~~»,%'arss^rsa; 
su6j ’ ect 5 ' , °' ,1<i or SMUji n °“ 64 

included on the Index. *\ 

f ^ r n 


(2) As soon as the Att0l ^ ney i ^-io^an SiC letter wili 
received approving the revise d f shat these criteria 

r h ® MBt Q t once to cne „■ ieia l . r * S(/r “ .x.1* -eyi*»c 0 / cae ^ , 

ii ifpK* *• ’='•* f!°“rrein^u“«. •>« •'« ‘f £?.; p" -‘ 

Security Inaei coses - preui0U 3 review, -T,* > or U -*t T 

deadlines as we had on p th i 000 subjects ; SO o-j- - \e\ . . 

/or oil o//icec fcouio 1 -» b r£>pk “ ' J ' t -o, 

those ouerl.oOO^^p ^ s „ ou ld >e o«pIe -e-.^ . . , l n\« 

«ese deodiir.es, V «"”«»». Oased on the « Q, 

» ,-:ll .ore e. ■«« tr.y, ^ O' 

much time • 

(3j *e -oi 22 ?o owr ‘^^^‘“^“rrorlo^^e'rure t.at 
f/»«ets C our’rr,'^re;.ents as soon as **. Peporsr.ent sen . 

to US • 



UNP£CCFS5C 


(5) Liaison 1 
the exact status oj 

will be submitted. 


H /» !& 


\ 


3 contacting 
the 35 Chinese 


, of I&VS, ^0 get 
aliens , and a memorandum 




V, 

f 

■ !//<- /$? 

£.tj('L, rc APIA. H /ss 



STANDARDS USED FOR INCLUDING NAMES 
IN TEE SECURITY INDEX 

On -the following pages are listed the old || 
used in determining whether a subject s | \ 


standards used in determining wnevner ■ « ’ 

name should be included m the Security Ind~x. Th e 

effect of the revised standards is to place a cut- 
date prior to which the subversive activities 

* of an individual will not qualify him for the 
Security Index unless those activities are of sucn 
a pronounced nature as to clearly and unmistakably 
depict the subject as a dangerous individual w,,o 
could be expected to commit acts inimical to the 
security of the country in time of on emergency . 
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in effect require evidence which would cause a 
hearing board to hold a subject whereas some 
of the old standards resolved a case m fav 
of security. 
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Any individual who v>o 
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(E) Membership in basic revolutionary organization — 

(I) Any individual who is known to have been a member 
of one of the basic revolutionary organizations 
after January 1, 19lf9» and who is not known to have 
defected therefrom Or his activities have not been 
offset by cooperation with the United States 
Government. 

(II) Any individual who is known to have been a member 
of a basic revolutionary organization prior to 
January 1, 19it9, who is not known to have defected 
therefrom or his activities have not been offset by 
cooperation with the United States Government and: 

(A) Has had' years of training and experience in 
the organization. 

(B) Has been responsible for actual execution of 
the organization's orders. 

(C) Has received special training in the organization 
or has had training in the Lenin School or Far 
Eastern Institute in Moscow. 

(D) Has occupied one or more positions of leadership 
in the organization. 

(E) Has at any time been involved in the Fed Army 
Intelligence, the MVD, or KGB , or intelligence 
service of any foreign country. 

(F) Has been used as a courier or mail drop by the 
revolutionary organization. 

(G) Has served in the armed forces of any country. 

(H) Served in the Loyalist forces in Spain during 
the Spanish Civil War. 

(I) Served with the Office of Strategic Services 
during World War II. 

(J) Is employed by a municipal or state government 
or the Federal Government. 
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(L) f o^espl onag^or^sabot a^e° n HaVlns P°‘°ntlallties 

ammmiitlon C or 3 othe? X miterial'o° hSnl i al3 ’ " eapon3 > 

could logically be utill^AH k * °3uipinent which 
groups & an “Led upCisi^. 7 '•”°^tionary 

(N) Has had experience as a oichet <-a-t»fr, ,. 

arm man or has otherwise' aetlv/ * 3tron S- 
in violent strikes r'ot*^! P ar «cipa ted 
riice3 » Px o t s or demonstrations. 

(O) Is employed as an orgarizer or i * 

labor union. 6 zer or oificial of a 

(P) Has held positions wn*«h r >~*- a - i ., 

nf c>, *. __ Qooermii.ea tho a — — 

o. w . mass organization* 


(?) Membership in front organizations or. 


one of the^basic^revolu t lorn ° V ' T '* t0 have helcl memberahio in 
continued to Idhere to t£e °^ nl ^^s but who has 
revolutionary groups subseoueit * 3 ^ 4 d «trines of 
hostilities (June 2 c iqcol k-. outbreak of ?ror«°n 

affairs of one or more front ir^nits'r '' 16 i» the 

capacity or by active part* cioaticn% lAv? 3 i n a leader ship 
the aims and purposes of the froJit organizatio^' 61,6 " 06 ° f 

Espousing the line 

Any individual who has ^ 

a member of or associated wi t* elther^h'* J° have been 
organization or front organization w J " 3 * 0 revol ”Wonary 
to adhere to the bollcief^nd i Lf Wh ° haa continued ' 
grouos since the outbreak o** „^° ctri J e3 of revolutionary 
WO? by espousing ttel^'S o?g^“^ n if™ & 
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(H) Independent adherence to revolutionary ideology 

Amr individual who has not been determined to have at any 
been a member of or to have associated wi th^any basic 
revolutionary or front organization but has by a-aterent o. 
action declared his continued adherence to and support of 
the revolutionary ideology of a foreign^ government or fo-eivn 
political party a3 opposed to tne best j-n.en-u - 

United States Government, or any individual w ,o, because of 
anarchist or revolutionary beliefs, is lively . 

upon the opportunity presented by a national emergency 
endanger the public safety and welfare. 
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3aC letter wo, 55-j>u 

UNITED STATES DEPARTMENT OF JUSTICE 
FEDERAL bureau of investigation 


April 12, 1955 WASHINGTON ». D.C. 


6 


RE: S ECURIT Y INDEX, 


\ f 


/ 


A, Review Project 

As I pointed out' in SAC Letter 55-8 of February 2, 1955, 
the Attorney General has advised me that he does not have the funds 
or manpower to review the Security Index cases. T ^ s n^ans a, of 
course, that the' responsibility for the soundness of these ca ® 
rests entirely upon the PHI, placing us In the ?° t““ 

of belns both the investigator and prosecutor with respect to Ucst 
subjects, most of whom" are United States citizens. Wc. must take 
every means at our disposal to insure that these cases c £ s J 

sound and that it is established beyond question that the subjects 
are potentially dangerous. 

The general review of all Security Index cases in the field 

Is beine reinstituted , enecuve eo unec. ***** - TV7I: 

of the review initiated by the above SAC Letter. ic is a cuu^xewo 
restudy of each and every Security Index case in the 1 E J 

adopted criteria, set forth hereinafter. Be guided by these in- / 

structions : 

1. Analyze thoroughly each Security Index case in your office 
in light of the new criteria, below. 

2. Following analysis of each case, send a memorandum to the , 
Bureau containing the following items and utilizing the fol- y 
lowing headings: 

(a.) Under the heading "Reference," ref e^psftPRitfU^Bly _ 
to this communication. 

(b.) Under the heading "Succinct Resume dTCase," set out 
a clear concise picture of subject's activities. You rnus 
not -attempt to incorporate by reference any data set out 
TnTa previous memorandum submitted in response to oAC Letter 
55-8, above. The memoranda required herein must be entirely 
complete in themselves, I will not tolerate general state- 
ments or mere conclusions regarding the facts in these cases. 

(c«) Under the heading "Recommendation, set out your 
recommendation in each case to either 'Retain in security 
Index" or "Remove from Security Index. Each recommendation 
must state specifically the basis for retaining subject 
• i n or removing subject from the Security Index. me 

specific activities bringing the subject within the revised 
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criteria and the fact that the information comes from 
reliable informants or sources must be shown. 

(d.) Under the heading "Detcom Tabbing," set out these data: 

(1) Present tabbing of subject. 

(2) Whether or not subject has been approved for 
Detcom tabbing under the new criteria in SAC 
Letter 55-12 (A) of February 10, 1955. noting 
specifically whether or not Security Index 
cards have been received from the Bureau bearing 
the stamp "DETCOM" in large red letters. 

(3) If not previously approved under the new 
criteria, set out your recommendation as to 
Detcom tabbing together with the specific basis 
for such recommendation. 

Follow the procedure outlined in SAC Letter 55-12 (A), 
above, with regard to removal of Detcom and/or Comsab tabbings 
and designations for Detcom under the new standards, 

3. Each SAC is being held personally responsible for each 
recommendation submitted. Each SAC must personally approve 
the recommendation submitted by his office with regard to 
Security Index status of each subject, excepting the larger 
offices under the conditions noted specifically in SAC Letter 
55-8, above. 

4. Submit an airtel captioned "Security Index Review" each 
Friday, beginning April 22, 1955, setting out (l) total 
number of cases to be reviewed, (2) number of cases in which 
data required herein have been forwarded to Bureau and (3) of 
the latter number, how many contain recommendations to 
remove subjects from the Security Index. 

5» The reviews must be completed within 60 days from receipt 
of this communication by all offices with less than 1000 
Security Index cases ana within 90 days by the remaining 
offices excepting New York, which must complete the project 
within six months. All offices must start the review 
immediately. 
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6. I want you to discuss this matter fully with both Agent 
and Supervisory personnel and point out to them the vital 
necessity of studying the Security Index cases critically 
and objectively* Application of the new criteria to your 
cases will undoubtedly result 'in substantial reduction in 
the Security Index throughout the field. 

7# Under the Security Index review project, each case must 
be analyzed as it stands. Do not request authority to inter- 
view or any. other action of the Bureau in the memoranda 
submitted in the review project. Interviews already authorized 
should be conducted and the results considered under the 
review project, but they must not delay submission of 
recommendations regarding Security Index status by the dead- 
line date., 

B. Security Index Criteria 

Effective at once, the addition to and retention of names 
in the Security Index snail be governed by the following criteria: 

1« No name shall be added to or retained in the Security 
Index unless one or more of the following situations has 
been established through investigation: 

(a.) Subject has had membership or participation in the 
activities of a basic revolutionary organization within 
the last 5 yaars as shown by overt acts or statements 
established through reliable sources, informants, or 
individuals. 

(b.) Subject has had membership or participation in 
the affairs of one or more front organizations, which 
adhere to the policies and docti'ines of a revolutionary 
group, in a leadership capacity or by active substantial 
participation in the furtherance of the aims or purposes 
of the front organization within th e last 3 years as shown 
by overt acts or statements established through reliable 
sources, informants, or individuals, 

(c«) Investigation has developed information that an 
individual, though not a member or a participant in the 
activities of a subversive organization, has anarchist 
or revolutionary beliefs and is likely to seise upon 
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the opportunity presented by a national emergency to 
endanger the public safety as shown by overt~acts 
or statements within the last 3 years established through 
reliable sources, informants, or individuals, 

(d,) Although investigation has failed to establish overt 
acts or statements on the part of a subject within the 
time limits set out above* facts have been developed which 
clearly and unmistakably depict the subject as a dangerous 
individual who could be expected to commit acts inimical 
to the national defense and public safety of the United 
States in time of emergency, 

■2. In evaluating interviews insofar as Security Index status 

is concerned you should be guided as follows: 


(a.) Whenever a subject of a security investigation by 
a positive statement to interviewing Agents clearly 
Indicates a continued adherence to the doctrines- aims 
— oi a icvuiutxuiiarj/ organization or a front 

organization, the positive statement shall be considered 
an overt act on the part of the subject in establishing 
continued adherence. ° 


(b, ) Other than as indicated above, interviews with 
Security Index subjects or potential Security Index 
subjects are not to be considered as factors r^auiring 
the placing or retaining of names of persons on the 
Security Indexj for example, lack of cooperation or 
partial cooperation are not to be recarded as such 
factors. 


With regard to the new criteria, 
clear that item 1, (d), above, must 


I want to make it exceed- 
be given strict inter- 


ingly _ ^ ^ 

I ^ 4 ls to be construed as a "catchall" for cases not 
Svi? 1 ^ 186 m !^ ins security Index standards, and there must be over- 
i? 8 f vidence to support any Security Index case, predicated 
upon the terms o t item 1, (d). Further, during the Security Index 

S?i^ and « 0n 3 C S3J 1 ? UlnS ‘ basls thereafter any recommendation for 
retention in or addition to the Security Index based upon item 1. 

casea^mi^i specifically those factors which bring the individual 
case3 within its provisions. 
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Very truly yours, 
John Edgar Hoover 
Director 


Office Memorandum • 

TO « 


1 7 

UNITED STATES GOVERNMENT 

DATS: 4/13/55 



from 1 Executives Conference 

subject: REVIEW OF CASE FILES ON \ / 

SECURITY INDEX SUBJECTS DURING- INSPECTIONS ^ 

On 4/13/55 the Conference , composed of .’/score . Toll- ■. • 

Nichols, Boardman, Tamm,, Parsons, Sizoo , Hennri ch, Jinterrowd, 
Holloman and Harbo, considered whether any. change should be made 
in existing policies with reference to the\review of case files 
on Security Index subjects during field office inspections. The 
existing rule provides that all rending case files shall be 
reviewed and that a spot check will be made of the closed file-;. 

The Conference was unanimously of the opinion that 
the present procedure should be continued with/the exception that 
in the current inspection of the New 'York Office no case files on 
Security Index subjects will be reviewed due to the fact that 
the field is presently under instructions to review all Security 

T r* W £» rt n o a •P'f 7 £> o r\ in ri outwit nr m cw nr* n n n 1 1 7 r* £> £> n T T f) n 

«• •• *•'*.«* ~ ~ ~ ^ ^ - - V * - — • • ' - - ' • 

_ -» - . ■» ** • _ • - . _ _ l _• 1 -i. _ -i. o c r\r\ * n n n 

on ur Fernuu ui jruui cue jl I a o « m > co * t/cu, vw ^ 

Security Index case files in New York are in pending status and 
the review of these by the Inspection Staff would be an unnecessary 
duplication of what the field office will be doing in the 
immediate future . 

/ 




Office Memorandum • united states government 

DATS: 4/15/55 

TO i 


BOM » , 

o 

subject : SEC U RI T T X llDEZ . — 


During the Dast week 9 cards were added to 
the Security Index and' 133 cards were cancelled , a 
net decrease of 124 card3 • 

The Security Index count as of today is 

26,320 . 


ACTION: 


None • 


This is for your information . 


Office fAsmorandum • united states government 


TO 


THE DIRECTOR 


datb: April 8,1955 • 


FROM * 


r 


fUBTEcr \ . SECURITY INnrr 

Bufile 


:n/ 


The following' is a report on the status of the 
Security Index since the last count was furnished to you 

on March 11, 1955' 


Week of 


New Cards 
Added 


Cards 

Cancelled 


March 12- l8 
March 19~ 2 5 
March 26-April 1 
April 2-8 


11 

7 

16 

90 

1 

31 

10 

91 


219 


Net 

Charge 

4 - 4 

- ?4 


7 

* 

/ 



During the above-mentioned period there was a 
net decrease in the Security Index of l8l cards. 


For your information, during the preceding 
four-week period 8j cards were added and lo2 cards were 
cancelled, a net decrease of 79 cards. 

| The Security Index count as of today is 444^ 

ACTION : 


This is for your information. 



FD-252 . 

* (12-14-54) 



FEDERAL BUREAU OF INVESTIGATION 
UNITED STATES DEPARTMENT OF JUSTICE 


-r^f XrT^QVTT T? C r ’T,n. -T* T PM 

^ ~ ~ **■ * 

Date: April 13, 1955 


To: Director, FBI 


From: 


S.A Division of assignment: WFO 

/ 


SUGGESTION: That the SI card maintained in each 
the make, model, type and year and current 
'"'-automobile used by or registered to the SI 


license 

subject 


vision 
tag of 


show 

the 


Current practice cr rule (include manual 
SI cards require that subject »s 
current address and employment 


citation as veil as ?2C*:) 
photograph, physical 
be listed on the card 


n 4” Vs A 


, v~! -r» oi i v> 


CCJP o O T ' 2 VI P, 1 P . 


descript 
to assis 


Advantages of suggestion: 


See attached page. 


Disadvantages of suggestion: Lone 


V 


The use by the United States of my suggestion shall not form the basis of a farther ctc..'.-</f any nature !y 
me, my heirs, or assigns upon the United States, 

O^Ue sfLdr r - A a -4'S -- 'ZSJ^K. >o Ej Mr . 

^ /// 7 r, — rf ' if\ ' ■ ■ I . I Mrs. 

f I Miss 


. o Lu.ro OX 


Recommendations and comments of Division Head: 
rj) ^ reco and co moionio on nr;ot pa^ej 

^ ^ jj 3 \ 


Ct" f • i * 



Of eaual importance in accomplishing the same purpose 
1. knowing^ceS number.of 

uses. It should be «cept ±n nunu — **- x * ^ * t ,, that- the 

apprehended^ or -v.llUd^r. i^a 

^'personally observe subject and l ? r0 Tph"tos™phs - 

as it appears on the SI cara * ' J; difficult, particularly 

and physical descriptions are s ihen an 

where the photograpn is old or P q ig ge £ n tQ leave subject's 
individual resembling ^generalises seen tered " “ 

5— y ry c fS of great 0 assistance to the Agent in 

making'his’ determination as If'iiloted at his 

residence fn^ateh^nC this »ulJ be some indication that 
lie might be a.t home. 

If this recommendation ^ c ^^® d ^ 0 1 i n dLItrSrmake, 

that Form FD-15U be amended (p ‘ Mobile used by or 

year, model and license number of the automo i J 

registered to the subject ?“«,*. and again 

uallT once v:nen r.ev: izcer.-- aJ 

when subject's eiu^lwyCient and 51X0 

It is further suggested that if approved, this 

information be placed on ^^Ic^b^instltuted* to obtain 

contemplated that a special p Stained upon the next six 

residence Ind employment on 

T?nr»m T?D— 1 F>i_L - 


' Recommendations and comments of Division Head: 


h n iip considerable merit , 
This suggestion appears ificaiio n of the 

information concerning tr.t J 'sinful in assisting 

> mo bile would be heipjttJ. 

This would be particularly 


in that information concerning w ' h y lD fui in assisting 

particular subject's aw be particularly true if 
■the apprehending agent. T res -tri e nce at the time of the 

subject was not located at hn w the amount of time 

apprehension. It appears », *ov> , > information initially 

and investigation required to learn ™ ^ ney car ^ 

and to keep it current , > 3UC * aS g ; e ,f tly outweighs its usefulness . 
change of license plates , e„c., grea^-j 
It is recommended it not be adopted. 


~ 2 ~ Special Agent in Charge 

TTW7T T II I1H1 ' 111 Ill Hill lilt; I F 


( 10 - 21 - 53 ) 

Sugget d now form 

vsbipicatiok op information oh security nroac card . 


MEMORANDUM 


Re : 


This Office File 


» «««, i. .~~s K":;.sr 1 s.r;srs'.5‘ts*».« 
#sz sss c :,*s;~3» ~ «•••■• •••"» .. 

Ttaployment: . 

Address: 

^ » -*•* >»•"“ -- 

year and current license number) 

?2^rr. S^Lr^er^otatlon be made 


Employment: 

Address: 

Verified By: 

Method of Verification: 


Date: 

Residence: 

Verified By: 

Method of Verification: 

r ✓ 

Date : 

, , nT . registered to subject: 
Automobile used by or re 6 isi5 

Verified By: 


Method of verification. bJcct should be revised if any 

The security index card on this =udj 
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)VERNMENT 


DATE: April 14. 19 ^ 


- . f 

t r»2CTOKZ I&3X • ' ' " "■ 

SAC Letter 55-30 of 4-12-55 forwarded revised 
Security Index criteria to the field and reinstituted the 
Security Index review project. 


The revised criteria are more stringent than those 
previously in effect, introducing specific time limits insofar 
as overt subversive acts are concerned, rhe application of the 
revised criteria will undoubtedly result in tr.e removal of great 
n um bers of subjects from the Security Index. In many cases the 
subjects will be removed from the Security Index even though there 
is no indication of defection on their part, if, for example, _ there 
i are no overt acts within the prescribed limits, the possibility 


removal of great 


[exists, of course, that some of the perrons in this category are 
l "sleepers , " who have deliberately withdrawn from subversive 
activities . They remain potential threats and in case of an all 

n » out emergency, their Identities should be readily accessible to 
permit restudy of their cases. 


. oi aixu 


aversive 

use of an al 1- 


It has been suggested that procedure be devised -whereby 
the field may keep track” of these subjects. Two possible methods 
may be considered: (1) By permitting the field to retain under 

appropriate security the cancelled security Inc* ex cards of tnese 
i subjects removed purely on the basis of application of the new 
criteria or U) forw arming to the field the respective Security 
Index lists for each office as of March 15, 1955 (such a list is 
available), allowing for recourse at any time in the future to the 
list for reference purposes. 


OBoERVATIv 


I I feel that the procedure of retaining 

cards in the field is preferable. It would permi 
to these cares in the event of an extreme emergen 
borne in mind that such procedure would be two-fo 
for maintenance in one place of (1) the cards can 
the Security Index review and (2) the cards cance 
continuing basis when the field examines these ca 
with periodic reports. In the latter instances, 
be made when the time limits are observed to have 

End nrure 


the cancelled 
t ready recourse 
c y. it should be 
id in providing 
celled during 
lied on a 
ses in connection 
cancellations will 
expired . 

hi , s 
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As noted 
could be furnished 
require filing 
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above, a Security Index list, by office, 
the field. For reasons of security it would 
rendering it lucre inaccessible. Further, the 
list would include cases removed from the Security Index because 
of death, permanent ceparture from the country, or development 
as sources or informants. Use of the list for future reference 
would involve screening out such 'cases. Cancelled cards of 
subjects in these categories would be destroyed. 


REC OMMSML'ATI CM : 

If you approve, there is attached a proposed SAC Letter 

( instructing the field to retain the cancelled, cards of. uhose 
former Security Index subjects who have given no accuai indication 
of defection, in line with the foregoing. Manual cnanges are being 
prepared. 


EXECUTIVES [ CONFE R ENCE R EC GEM E EDA TI 0 V : April 18, 1955 

The Executives 1 Conference, consisting of Messrs • 

J , .. . for „ „ - 

j and, , on April 18, 1955, unanimously recommended 

\ approval of the attached SA.C Letter . 
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(I) COMMUNIST PARTY, USA - UNDERGROUND OPERATIONS - INTERNAL 
SECURITY - C — Volume of mall sene to New York City Office under 
/above caption increased considerably in recent months. Analysis 
/ snows many offices ask New York to investigate missing Security I 
subjects without logical reason to believe these subjects are in 
New York area. Discontinue illogi-cal requests of New York; care- 
fully analyze and prepare all others. 


r.dex 


f 


J 


To reduce administrative complexity for investigations of 
National apparatus of Communist underground, instructions in SAC 
Letter 16, February 13* 1951* that New York be given pertinent back- 
ground information on missing subjects are rescinded. 

Bureau reiterates instructions that mail with caption 

0 relate 

specifically to that topic; do not use as a "catchall." Take 
appropriate measures to comply; Bureau following closely. 

Very truly yours* 


.Tr\Hr» Prirron UnATrcr» 

" ~~ CU3 « 

Director 


Attachments for (E) & (H) 
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UNITED oTA'IEb GOVERN MEN i 


DATE: b/lS/'Z 


FtoM : 3 A 0 , San Juan 

subject: ^ SECURITY IROEX , . . 

■ Re SA0 betters 55-3 dated February 2 , 1955 , ard 55-12 dated 
, February 10 , 1955 . „ ,- ecurit y 

FD-122 ’ s recorjnendins^eletion^of ^Comsao^x-aooxf.a^i ^ in 
Index subjects have 
i-v.^ Can .Tiinn Division. 





